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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. NORMAN).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 26, 2018.

I hereby appoint the Honorable RALPH
NORMAN to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 8, 2018, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

———

RECOGNIZING SUSAN SWANSON ON
HER RETIREMENT FROM AHUG

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
the outstanding career of Susan Swan-
son, who has been the executive direc-
tor of the Allegheny Hardwood Utiliza-
tion Group, or AHUG, since 1996.

She began her career 25 years ago as
an administrative assistant with the
organization. Soon, she became the ex-

ecutive director. Since then, Susan has
championed numerous initiatives for
the hardwood industry, including
Penn’s Woods curriculum, the PA
WoodMobile, the wood products cur-
riculum for high schools, and other for-
est-related educational products.

Members of AHUG have joined forces
successfully to present a united front
whose primary objective is expanding
and diversifying the forest products in-
dustry while maintaining a sustain-
able, high-yield forest within a 14-coun-
ty region in northwestern and north
central Pennsylvania.

Known for the quality and quantity
of its hardwoods, the region of the
Commonwealth contains some of the
finest forest resources in the world.
With a well-developed, primary-proc-
essing industry and experienced work-
force in place, the area has excellent
opportunities for investment. AHUG
has been leading this cause since its in-
ception in 1984.

Under Susan’s leadership AHUG set
out to create new economic growth,
promote the expansion of existing in-
dustry, and foster the creation of jobs.
At the same time, the group recognized
the need to promote safe logging and
processing practices while maximizing
prudent and sound forest management.

AHUG is the lead organizer for the
Kane Area Loggers Safety Committee,
which hosts the longest running safety
meeting for loggers in the TUnited
States. In conjunction with the safety
meeting, Susan initiated the Women in
Timber ladies luncheon, which also is
held annually.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that Susan
has left a lasting impression on AHUG
and the industry itself. She said:
“Pennsylvania hardwoods have long
been recognized around the globe for
their premier quality. Here in the Alle-
gheny hardwood region, we produce 80
percent of all of the cherry hardwood
in the world. This does not happen by
accident, but because we take the time

to manage our forest resources for op-
timum production for today, sustain-
ability for the future generations, and
unequaled environmental conscious-
ness.”

I know Susan has left AHUG in an ex-
cellent place to accomplish its goal for
a thriving forestry industry in north-
western and north central Pennsyl-
vania. She has proudly led AHUG by
partnering with other organizations
and entities in the delivery of services
to the hardwood industry, such as
workforce initiatives, training, and
professional forestry development, all
of which have been important to the
industry’s survival.

Mr. Speaker, I wish Susan the best as
she enters her well-deserved retire-
ment. She will get to spend more time
with her husband, who is a proud Penn-
sylvania logger; her three grown chil-
dren; and her grandchildren.

Her impacts on AHUG will last gen-
erations. We are grateful for her lead-
ership, dedication, and commitment to
the Pennsylvania hardwood industry.

HONORING WARREN LIONS CLUB ON 95TH
ANNIVERSARY

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late the Warren Lions Club on 95 years
of service to northwestern Pennsyl-
vania.

Founded in 1923, the Warren Lions
Club is a fellowship of community-ori-
ented and service-minded men and
women dedicated to helping the citi-
zens of their city, nation, and the
world realize their full potential.

The Lions Club of Warren has pro-
vided assistance to people who are
challenged by sight or hearing impair-
ment, as well as other health- and eco-
nomic-related issues.

The Warren Lions Club meets twice a
month at the Conewango Club for pres-
entations, fellowship, lunch or dinner,
and business and project discussions.
They host several projects and fund-
raisers throughout the year, including
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an annual turkey dinner, a car show,
and events for sight- and hearing-im-
paired assistance.

Lions Clubs have inspired genera-
tions of people to become civic-minded
individuals dedicated to using their
talents and ambitions to improve their
communities without financial reward.

Mr. Speaker, Lions Clubs around the
globe serve millions annually, and I
wholeheartedly congratulate the War-
ren Lions Club on its 95th anniversary
of being a powerful force for good in
the world.

————
WE SHOULD LISTEN TO WOMEN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I am
a member of the Judiciary Committee
in this body, and, unfortunately, the
Framers of the Constitution didn’t give
my committee or this Chamber a role
in vetting and confirming the Presi-
dent’s nominee to the Supreme Court.

But in the House, we pride ourselves
as being the people’s House because we
are in constant contact with our con-
stituents. So while I do not have a vote
in the process, I do have a voice. As an
elected Representative, I feel a sacred
responsibility to raise my voice.

First of all, I don’t care when the al-
legations of sexual assault came for-
ward. I don’t care about whatever
schedule Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY
thinks is more important. I don’t care
about the impending fall term of the
Court or the timing of Robert Mueller’s
next indictments in his investigation
of the Trump White House and cam-
paign.

In the case of Judge Brett
Kavanaugh, we should listen to the
women. We should always listen to the
women, but in this case, multiple
women have come forward to risk their
lives and reputations because they be-
lieve the truth about Judge Kavanaugh
must come out before he is confirmed
or rejected by the Senate.

Women in this country should know
that if you come forward to make cred-
ible allegations against anyone, you
will be respected and you will be heard.

Do you want to know why so few sex-
ual assaults are reported in this coun-
try? Well, it is unfolding on the na-
tional stage: Why didn’t she report it?
Why didn’t she do something more?
Why didn’t she say something earlier?

It is always she, she, she, when we
know that sexual assault is not her
fault, and fear of coming forward is not
her fault either.

They didn’t believe Bill Cosby’s ac-
cusers until they did, or Harvey
Weinstein, or Speaker Hastert’s, or a
hundred other people I could name here
today, until we did.

When the stakes are this high, we
shouldn’t be imposing deadlines or ulti-
matums or requiring victims to con-
form to our timetables, as Republican
Senators have done. And by high
stakes, I don’t mean just the lifetime
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appointment of a judge, but this is an
important moment for young men and
young women in this country. They are
watching, and they are learning.

We should be leading by example and
allowing victims to come forward, be
respected, and be heard.

Do I want my grandson to learn a les-
son that sexual assault while he is in
high school could follow him for the
rest of his life? You are damn right I
do.

Do I want young men to learn that
behavior that hurts other people, no
matter how drunk or how high they
are, is unacceptable? You are damn
right I do.

Do I want young women to not be
afraid to come forward, no matter
when they are ready to? You are damn
right I do.

Look, I am not saying you need to
believe Judge Kavanaugh’s accuser, but
as a Congress and as a country, we need
to listen to women.

Now, I will admit that I would not
vote for Judge Kavanaugh whether or
not the current allegations are true or
Republicans steamroll the victims to
fast track his appointment. I believe in
a woman’s right to control their own
reproductive system, regardless of
what men think. So, yeah, you can bet
I would vote against him.

I believe freedom of religion should
extend to all, including those of the
Muslim faith, who should be able to
worship and move around just like ev-
eryone else. So you can bet I would
vote against Kavanaugh.

I believe people should marry whom-
ever they want, whomever they love. I
oppose a judge who thinks a sitting
President is above the law right now
when we need as a Nation an inde-
pendent judiciary to hold politicians,
even the President, accountable, which
is another reason I wouldn’t vote for
Judge Kavanaugh.

But what is important right now is
not how I feel about Judge Kavanaugh.
What is important is that we lead by
example. We need to be clear that the
days of, ‘“Boys will be boys,” or, “It
was just locker room talk,”’ are over.

Mr. Speaker, the Senate should take
as much time as is needed to take very
seriously this situation. They should
take it seriously for our daughters, for
our sons, for you, and for me, too.

————————

RECOGNIZING MARC GALLAWAY,
WASHINGTON PRINCIPAL OF THE
YEAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Marc Gallaway from
Selah Middle School for being named
the Association of Washington School
Principals Middle Level Principal of
the Year.

A lifelong Washingtonian, Marc
Gallaway earned his bachelor’s degree
from Central Washington University
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and his master’s degree from Heritage
University in Toppenish. He worked as
both a special education teacher and a
baseball coach before he came to work
at Selah Junior High School in 2005.

Mr. Gallaway has served as principal
at what is now Selah Middle School for
the past 14 years. Every day, Mr.
Gallaway nurtures a culture of posi-
tivity and teamwork among students
and staff.

Mr. Speaker, I want to honor Mr.
Gallaway for empowering students and
teachers to embrace the Viking Way
and thank him for his positive influ-
ence that he has had on students in
central Washington.

This award is something that Mr.
Gallaway, his students, and fellow fac-
ulty and staff should be very proud of.
I urge my colleagues to join me in con-
gratulating Marc Gallaway on this sig-
nificant achievement.

CELEBRATING NATIONAL HISPANIC HERITAGE

MONTH

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, Sep-
tember is National Hispanic Heritage
Month, and I am proud to represent
central Washington where Hispanic
heritage and culture tells the story of
many of my constituents and our com-
munities.

I have witnessed firsthand how His-
panic Americans contribute to our
communities through entrepreneur-
ship, military service, and cultural di-
versity. I am proud to recognize my
Hispanic American friends and neigh-
bors in Washington’s Fourth Congres-
sional District.

I am also proud to support national
appreciation of Hispanic American and
Latino leadership and heritage as an
original cosponsor of the National Mu-
seum of the American Latino Act. I
support the establishment of a Smith-
sonian museum to recognize Latino
contributions to American history,
life, art, and culture.

In the United States, our shared val-
ues bring us together, and we cherish
our Nation’s diverse history. I urge my
colleagues to join me in celebrating
National Hispanic Heritage Month.

RECOGNIZING CATHEY ANDERSON FOR ENERGY

NORTHWEST’S CEO LIFESAVING AWARD

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Cathey Anderson for
the compassion she demonstrated
aboard a flight from Nevada to central
Washington.

Cathey did not think twice before
springing into action when she noticed
a man in his 70s who was traveling
alone. He appeared confused and then
lost consciousness.

Cathey recognized the signs of a sei-
zure, and she took the initiative to
help. She and two other nurses admin-
istered medical treatment until the
flight landed, and they were greeted by
medical crews upon arrival in Yakima.

Cathey is a registered nurse and the
occupational health supervisor at En-
ergy Northwest. She was awarded the
CEO Lifesaving Award for her actions.
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To Cathey’s family and friends, her
quick action was not a surprise, be-
cause it wasn’t the first time she com-
forted a stranger in distress.

I thank Cathey for her willingness to
help others around her everywhere she
goes. Please join me in recognizing
Cathey Anderson for receiving this
prestigious award.

———

PERIPHERAL ARTERY DISEASE
PATIENTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, thou-
sands of unnecessary amputations are
conducted each and every year as a
treatment for those who have periph-
eral artery disease.

PAD patients suffer from poor blood
circulation, which often results in am-
putation, higher mortality rates, and
the other complications that come
with it. It doesn’t have to be this way.

O 1015
Minnesota is the epicenter for
groundbreaking innovation in new

PAD treatments. Dr. Osama Ibrahim of
Minneapolis’ North Memorial Hospital
is helping spread the word about
revascularizations instead of amputa-
tions. The University of Minnesota and
the Mayo Clinic are also at the fore-
front of these new procedures.

I am working now with Congressman
DONALD PAYNE to raise PAD awareness,
increase screening for at-risk patients,
and improve access to care to different
therapies so patients don’t have to un-
dergo unnecessary amputations. This
means better healthcare outcomes, as
well as a higher quality of life for thou-
sands of Americans coping with PAD
every year.

SUPPORT THE AMERICAN INNOVATION ACT

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I speak
in favor of H.R. 6756, the American In-
novation Act, which will spur innova-
tion by helping startups survive the
first few years of their existence and
access the capital they need to grow
and expand.

This bill also includes a key provi-
sion that I authored to help entre-
preneurs not only survive, but thrive.
Entrepreneurs and startups are a key
source of innovation and job creation,
particularly in Minnesota.

But the tax code today puts them at
a disadvantage. It makes it harder for
them to access new capital, and it dis-
advantages them as they struggle
through the hardest part of their exist-
ence, which is the very first few years
of profitability. This bill changes that.
It brings tax regulations for governing
startups now into the 21st century so
that entrepreneurs and capital inten-
sive sectors, like medical devices, can
make the necessary investments in re-
search, development, and manufac-
turing to grow and hire more people.

Ultimately, this means more jobs and
more flexibility for Minnesota entre-
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preneurs to not just come up with the
next big idea, but to actually make it
a reality. I hope my colleagues will
join me in supporting this legislation.
SUPPORT THE FAMILY SAVINGS ACT

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 6757, the Family Sav-
ings Act, which includes a provision
that I authored that improves 529 col-
lege savings plans.

Now, we all know that 529 college
savings plans are a popular saving tool
to help families save for college costs
tax free. But today, student loan pay-
ments are not a qualified expense.
Withdrawing any funds from the 529 for
any other reason results in those funds
being taxed as ordinary income, as well
as a 10 percent penalty.

That is why I authored legislation to
solve and address this problem, and it
was included in the Family Savings
Act. By expanding the list of 529 quali-
fied expenses to also include student
loan payments, this will allow a 529
savings plan to be used to pay up to
$10,000 in student loans. It will cer-
tainly help make it easier now to pay
off loans and mitigate the anxiety that
comes for a new graduate who is start-
ing a career.

———
RECOGNIZING LIEUTENANT COLO-
NEL ADOLF “WES”
WESSELHOEFT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. ABRAHAM) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the incredible life of
Lieutenant Colonel Adolf “Wes”
Wesselhoeft, who, as a child, was one of
11,000 German-Americans placed in in-
ternment camps during World War II.
You see his picture to my left.

Wes was born to German immigrants
in Chicago in 1936. When he was seven,
his family packed what few things they
could and were taken to Crystal City,
Texas, to a detainment camp built
there for German, Japanese, and
Italian immigrants.

Just a year later, in 1944, his family
packed up once again and was sent to
New York City to board the M.S.
Gripsholm. The M.S. Gripsholm headed
to Portugal where the Wesselhoeft fam-
ily and 633 other German expatriates
and repatriates were exchanged for
American prisoners of war and then
sent back to Germany.

Once back in Germany, Wes and his
family lived in the town of Hamburg
with his grandparents. Unfortunately,
Hamburg was the center of Allied
bombings during World War II. Wes has
vivid memories from the bombings,
seeking shelter in bunkers with his
family. Despite those experiences, Wes
remained a true American patriot, and
he was committed to coming back
home to the United States of America.

After the war ended, Wes and his
family moved to Konstanz where he
finished school and worked manual
labor jobs to save money for a return
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to America. He stayed in touch with
the American consulate in Stuttgart,
riding his bike 2 days each way to meet
with them until finally in 1958 the con-
sulate informed him he could return
home. He bought the cheapest passage
to the United States.

Upon arriving in New York, he went
straight to a recruiting office to enlist
in the United States Air Force. Wes
served 22 years in the Air Force and
flew EC-121Rs and B-52s during the
Vietnam war. During his service, he
was exposed to Agent Orange. He is
now legally blind.

Wes and his wife, Shirley, now live in
Ruston, Louisiana, where I proudly
represent them in Congress. Wes rep-
resents the best of America, a patriot
who never gave up on his country. His
service to his country, as well as the
horrors he and his family suffered in
Germany, will never be forgotten.
America is better because of people
like Wes, those willing to give up ev-
erything to serve the American cause.

———

THERE IS A CRISIS BREWING IN
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. RYAN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
there is a crisis brewing in America.
Two-and-a-half million workers face
the challenge of losing their pension
through no fault of their own. These
are the folks who get up every single
day, they work hard, they play by the
rules, and all they want is a fair shake,
some decent healthcare, and the retire-
ment that they earned and that they
paid for.

One of these people is Ed Barker, I1I,
from Youngstown, Ohio. He worked for
45 years driving a truck. He worked 60
to 70 hours a week, 6 to 7 days a week.
He now faces a 50 percent cut in his
pension. He missed baseball games, he
missed birthdays, and he missed family
events because he was driving a truck
with the promise that at the end of his
career there would be a solid pension.

Now he and his wife are taking care
of their 96-year-old father, they try to
baby-sit for their kids when they get
deployed and try to help out with the
grandkids, and they try to help their
kid through grad school to make a bet-
ter life, all based on the promises they
were given. But now they face the hor-
rendous situation where they may lose
half of their pension, cuts to
healthcare, and all the rest that come
with that. They did nothing wrong.

Yes, this is going to cost money. But
let me share with the American people,
and remind some of my colleagues,
that we had no problem in this Con-
gress giving a $142 billion bailout to
Bank of America, $280 billion to
Citigroup, $25 billion to the auto indus-
try, $180 billion to AIG, $400 billion to
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, $30 bil-
lion to Bear Stearns, $18 billion to the
airline industry, and $300 billion to the
savings and loans.
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Mr. Speaker, if we can bail out cor-
porations that have done everything
wrong, we can bail out the workers who
have done everything right.

——————

RECOGNIZING R.J. LEONARD
FOUNDATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5
minutes.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize a nonprofit or-
ganization in Bucks County, Pennsyl-
vania, that actively seeks to improve
the lives of disadvantaged youth in our
community.

The R.J. Leonard Foundation, based
in Doylestown, was founded in 2008 to
assist adolescents who transition out
of the foster care system once they
turn 18. Oftentimes, many of these
young people lack the resources they
need to live self-sufficient lives once
they have aged out of the system.

That is where the R.J. Leonard Foun-
dation comes in, awarding young
adults fellowships that provide individ-
ualized grants to further their edu-
cation or career. These grants assist
not only with books and tuition costs,
but also provide transportation support
and social and cultural enrichment op-
portunities. To provide stability and
encouragement, each fellow is matched
with a mentor who provides support
and guidance.

I am proud of the work that the R.J.
Leonard Foundation does for our com-
munity, and thank them for their 10
years of service to our community. I
also commend founder Jo Leonard and
executive director Caitlin Deppeler for
their outstanding leadership.

RECOGNIZING TOM BUZBY

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize an individual in
Bucks County, Pennsylvania, whose
decades of service to our community
were recently honored with a meaning-
ful tribute.

Tom Buzby, who served the people of
Hilltown Township for 46% years, most
recently as director of public works, re-
tired earlier this year. Whether plow-
ing the roads in winter or mowing the
grass in the summer, Tom spent his ca-
reer improving and beautifying our
community’s infrastructure and rec-
reational facilities.

Tom’s over four decades on the job
touched countless families in Bucks
County. To show their appreciation,
township officials recently named the
baseball field at Civil Park the Thomas
A. Buzby Baseball Field. This worthy
dedication was officially unveiled on
September 12.

I would like to extend my gratitude
to Tom for his years of service to
Hilltown Township and our entire com-
munity. I also want to recognize town-
ship supervisor Ken Bennington and
township manager Lorraine Leslie for
their work as well. I wish Tom all the
best in his retirement and his suc-
cessor, Thomas Hess, success in his
new role.
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RECOGNIZING JEANNE LAKAWITZ

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize an individual in
Bucks County, Pennsylvania, who has
dedicated her career to the safety and
well-being of our community’s chil-
dren.

Pennsbury School District Transpor-
tation Director Charlie Williams re-
cently named Jeanne Lakawitz as the
Pennsbury 2018 School Bus Driver of
the Year. For the past 14 years, Jeanne
has transported students to area
schools, including Pennsbury High
School, Penn Wood Middle School, Wil-
liam Penn Middle School, and Quarry
Hill Elementary School. During this
time, she cultivated strong and inspira-
tional relationships with her students
and their families. Jeanne says she
treats all children on her bus as if they
are her own, a statement that I think
puts into context her dedication to the
job.

Her job driving does not stop with
Pennsbury. In the summer, she also
transports summer campers who par-
ticipate in programs at the Lower
Bucks Family YMCA, assisting our
community’s families.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Jeanne
on this much deserved recognition. I
also thank Charlie Williams for his
dedication to transportation safety in
our community in Bucks County.

——

CHILDHOOD CANCER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. KUSTOFF) for 5 minutes.

Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of fam-
ilies and children everywhere who have
been affected by childhood cancer.

This month, September, is Childhood
Cancer Awareness Month. As I think
about the meaning behind this month,
I realize that childhood cancer has had
a significant impact on my district in
west Tennessee.

According to the American Childhood
Cancer Organization, more than 15,000
children under the age of 21 are diag-
nosed with cancer each year. It is
heartbreaking that any family must
endure the pain caused by childhood
cancer.

Thanks to the countless efforts by
doctors, nurses, and researchers, the
childhood cancer survival rate has now
reached over 80 percent.

Back home, we are fortunate to have
state-of-the-art facilities dedicated to
childhood cancer research with per-
sonnel working each and every day to
see that our children are receiving the
best possible care.

St. Jude Children’s Research Hos-
pital in Memphis provides top-notch
cancer treatment to nearly 7,500 pa-
tients from all over the world each
year.

From medical personnel to volun-
teers to families sharing their testi-
monies, my area is filled with many
who have dedicated their lives to the
pursuit of an end to childhood cancer.
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Now, here in Congress, I have sup-
ported numerous initiatives to fight so
that all children have a chance of sur-
vival. Most recently, I cosponsored and
voted for the Childhood Cancer STAR
Act, which was signed into law by
President Trump this past summer.

The great Danny Thomas, the found-
er of St. Jude, believed that no child
should die in the dawn of life. We have
come so far to increase the odds of sur-
vival and recovery. But we won’t stop
there. I feel fortunate knowing that
each day we are one step closer to find-
ing cures and ensuring that every child
has the chance to live.

—————

RECOGNIZING 2018 ANGELS IN
ADOPTION HONOREE KRISTIN
HILL TAYLOR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. COMER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Kristin Hill Taylor,
who recently received recognition as a
2018 Angels in Adoption Honoree and
whom I am honored to have with me in
the gallery today. This is the second
time I have had the privilege of nomi-
nating a deserving individual for their
outstanding work in the adoption com-
munity.

Kristin is a resident of Murray, Ken-
tucky, along with her husband, Greg,
and their three children they adopted
as newborns—Cate in 2007, Ben in 2009,
and Rachel in 2015.

A compassionate adoptive mother,
Kristin is an advocate for the adoption
community and has created a great
platform for sharing stories about
adoption, family, and faith on her blog,
kristinhilltaylor.com. She also self-
published her family’s story in a book
entitled: ‘“‘Peace in the Process: How
Adoption Built My Faith & My Fam-
ily.”

Kristin’s advocacy and platform for
story sharing have helped grow and
empower many members of the adop-
tion community both near and far. We
have an active adoption and foster
community in the district of Kentucky
which I represent, and I am proud to
recognize adoptive families and indi-
viduals like Kristin who pave the way
for countless folks in the adoption
community.

On behalf of the First District of
Kentucky, I congratulate Kristin on all
she does for children in need of loving
homes and for families who want to
grow through the adoption process.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from ref-
erences to occupants of the gallery.

HISPANIC HERITAGE MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BACON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate Hispanic Herit-
age Month by honoring one of our rich
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treasures of the Midwest, El Museo
Latino, on the occasion of its 26th year
of operation in Omaha, Nebraska.

El Museo Latino opened its doors in
the historic Livestock Exchange Build-
ing on May 5, 1993, as the first Latino
art and history museum and cultural
center in the Midwest. Today, it is one
of only 17 Latino museums in the
United States.

Since opening, El1 Museo Latino has
been a nonprofit organization with a
mission to collect, exhibit, and inter-
pret Latino arts of the Americas. It is
committed to strengthening the artis-
tic and creative culture of the greater
Omaha area. It accomplishes this by
providing direct support to local art-
ists, increasing the visibility of Latino
art forms, and fostering an apprecia-
tion of art for the benefit of a diverse
audience.

El Museo Latino creates and presents
exhibitions year-round that feature
local, national, and international
Latino arts. The exhibits range from
pre-Columbian to contemporary arts
through both temporary and perma-
nent displays.

Central to El Museo Latino’s pro-
gramming are the educational pro-
grams that are created for each of the
exhibitions, including bilingual guided
visits, lectures, presentations, films,
workshops, demonstrations, and class-
es. The educational programs are de-
signed for children, teens, and adults
and focus on the visual and performing
arts. The art classes offered through-
out the year include traditional art
forms and those featured in the muse-
um’s active exhibits.

El Museo Latino also highlights spe-
cial traditional celebrations and com-
munity events throughout the year, in-
cluding Cinco de Mayo, Family Days,
Dia del Nino, Hispanic Heritage Month,
and many other holiday celebrations.
Other special community events in-
clude the ©presentation of films
throughout the year as well as summer
outdoor free screenings of Latino films.

As the founder and executive director
of E1 Museo Latino, Magdalena Garcia
is passionate about the arts. Prior to
creating El Museo Latino, she volun-
teered at a number of museums, includ-
ing the Joslyn Art Museum, the Mu-
seum of Fine Arts in Houston, and the
Erie Canal Museum in Syracuse, New
York.

After completing her master’s of arts
degree at Syracuse University,
Magdalena returned to Omaha and
shared her dream to create a museum
for Latino culture in Omaha with the
support of community leaders, includ-
ing activist-educator Jim Ramirez.

Through years of hard work, perse-
verance, and passion, her dream be-
came a reality. The museum officially
opened on May 5, 1993, with the help of
many community leaders and volun-
teers.

Ms. Garcia has received numerous
honors and recognitions for her hard
work and achievements. Most notably,
in 2015, the Mexican Government hon-
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ored her lifetime of achievement in the
arts with the Ohtli Award.

Over the past 25 years, El Museo
Latino has presented more than 150 ex-
hibitions. Without this special treas-
ure, much of the local Hispanic culture
and history would be lost.

Thanks to the proven leadership of
Ms. Garcia and her board and the many
contributions to the community over
the past 25 years, we look forward to
many more years of Hispanic heritage
and Latino culture on display at El
Museo Latino.

BREAST CANCER AWARENESS

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor my mom and my sister
during this Breast Cancer Awareness
Month, which will be in October. While
my mother survived this terrible dis-
ease, my sister lost her battle at the
young age of 39.

I also want to recognize the millions
of people every year who are affected

by cancer.
Breast cancer, along with ovarian,
prostate, pancreatic, endometrial,

colon, gastric, and melanoma cancers
are all hereditary cancers that can be
passed down from parents to children
through their genes. Thankfully, there
is testing that can make a significant
and positive impact in identifying he-
reditary cancers before they emerge.

Last month, I took a genetic test to
determine if I have the genetic
mutations that could develop into any
of these hereditary cancers. While ge-
netic mutations are thought to play a
role in 5 to 10 percent of all cancers,
the chance of inheriting the cancer-
causing mutation is 50 percent if one of
the parents has it.

Because my mom and sister had
breast cancer, I decided to be tested to
see if I have that mutation; because it
is not only women who are victims of
breast cancer, but men as well. While
only 1 in 1,000 men will get breast can-
cer, it is still not something to ignore.

The genetic markers I was tested for
are called BRCA 1 and 2, and the
chances of developing cancer if you
have one of these genetic mutations
skyrocket by as much as 87 percent.

The test was simple. The staff drew
my blood and collected information
about cancer, my family history, in-
cluding my grandparents, aunts, un-
cles, cousins on both sides of the fam-
ily, my mom and dad. That family his-
tory also included the types of cancer,
treatment given, and the age of diag-
nosis, or as close as known.

There are many organizations out
there that offer information about ge-
netic testing and cancer, including the
American Cancer Society, and in my
home district the Kamie K. Preston
Hereditary Cancer Foundation. In fact,
the founder of this organization,
Brandi Preston, joined me during this
test to offer support and guidance. The
foundation not only provides emotional
support but financial support for those
whose testing may not be covered.

In going public with my test, I hope
to encourage others who have a history
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of cancers in their family to go get
tested. Knowledge and early detection
are two of the many tools in the fight
against cancer.

——————

THE SCARLETT’S SUNSHINE ON
SUDDEN UNEXPECTED DEATH ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to encourage my colleagues to
join me on a bipartisan basis as cospon-
sors of the Scarlett’s Sunshine on Sud-
den Unexpected Death Act. This bill is
intended to help us to better under-
stand why infants die between birth
and age 4 so that we can take preven-
tive action that is effective.

Mr. Speaker, I have had the unfortu-
nate experience of walking into the
home of parents who are grieving, and
that grief doesn’t just begin when their
infant dies but goes on for a lifetime,
wondering: Was it my fault? Could I
have done something? Am I a bad par-
ent?

They never get the answers.

Do you realize, Mr. Speaker, that
currently we have absolutely no na-
tional guidelines for death scene inves-
tigations to follow when responding to
an infant death? This means that dif-
ferent States and different municipali-
ties all over the country collect incon-
sistent and, often, incomplete data on
these unexplained sudden deaths.

If we can’t even collect good and con-
sistent data, how can we expect to re-
verse this trend or even to prevent it?

I am ashamed to say, Mr. Speaker,
that the infant mortality rate in the
United States is 5.8 deaths per 1,000 live
births. This is really unacceptable.
When you disaggregate these numbers
for Native American babies and Black
and White babies, we find that Black
babies die at a rate three times the na-
tional average.

According to the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, that really
means that over 23,000 infants have
died of sudden infant death syndrome.
In 2015, about 3,700 infants died sud-
denly and unexpectedly.

Think about that: 23,000 deaths and
parents who spend a lifetime in grief
wondering why.

This is a public health crisis when
you consider that, in developed coun-
tries, we are number 19 for preventing
these kinds of deaths.

My bill not only provides resources
to invest in the CDC and the Health
Resources and Services Administration
to train first responders to improve
death scene investigations, to do child
death reviews, and to promote safe
sleep practices, but it also provides
educational opportunities for parents
as well.

Mr. Speaker, these deaths are pre-
ventable, and we need to do everything
in our power to give parents the knowl-
edge and tools they need to achieve
healthy outcomes and educate them on
safe methods for handling their chil-
dren.
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I encourage my colleagues to imag-
ine how many babies’ lives we can save
by simply investing in the right pro-
grams to prevent their deaths. Please
join me in cosponsoring this bill and
supporting its swift enactment into
law.

———
DAYCARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of working families
across the country who are trying to
make ends meet.

As a mother, a grandmother, and
someone who has employed moms and
dads, I know that raising a family is a
great joy, but it can also be a great
source of anxiety. Children are a bless-
ing, but raising a family introduces se-
rious challenges and costs.

In Missouri, the average annual cost
of center-based infant care is estimated
to be $8,632. That is $719 a month. In-
fant care in Missouri costs $634 more
per year than instate tuition at a 4-
year public college, and it is
unaffordable for so very many families.

According to a study published by
the Economic Policy Institute, a
daycare center for two children—an in-
fant and, say, a 4-year-old—costs
$17,940. That is 102 percent more than
the average rent in Missouri. A typical
family in Missouri has to spend a
shocking 30 percent of their income on
daycare for their two children.

In fact, it is estimated that the cost
of childcare for two children exceeds
annual median rent payments in every
State. Paying for childcare is just plain
hard for every working family I have
spoken with in the State of Missouri.

In the 1970s, Congress heard Amer-
ica’s families loud and clear and cre-
ated the dependent care flexible spend-
ing accounts. These accounts allow
parents to contribute pretax dollars to
pay for qualified out-of-pocket depend-
ent care expenses.

They are not only for children. These
accounts can also be used to pay for
adult dependents who use adult
daycare, eldercare or similar services.

It is a great program, but it has not
kept up with the needs of today’s fami-
lies. Despite rising childcare costs,
Congress has not raised the FSA con-
tribution cap since 1986. That is why,
this week, I am introducing the Child
and Dependent Care Modernization
Act.

This bill will modernize the max-
imum amount a family can contribute
to dependent care flexible spending ac-
counts to track with the real costs of
dependent care today. It will also index
the maximum contribution limit so
that the value of an FSA will increase
in the future as dependent care costs
increase.

Another challenge that many fami-
lies enrolled in an FSA experience is
the ‘‘use-it-or-lose-it”’ rule. If parents
don’t use the full balance in their FSA
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before the year ends, they forfeit their
unused money, limiting the ability of
parents to save for ongoing costs of
care. My bill will allow unused funds to
roll over into the next plan year and
return a little more freedom and flexi-
bility to America’s families.

This bill is part of my legislative
work to make the lives of Missouri’s
families just a little easier. I look for-
ward to introducing this legislation
and working with my colleagues to
make it law.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 45
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

————

PRAYER

Dr. Brad Jurkovich, First Bossier,
Bossier City, Louisiana, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Dear God, we come before You today
fully aware that we face tremendous
challenges and tremendous opportuni-
ties as a nation. Your word says in
Proverbs 2:6, ‘“‘For the Lord gives wis-
dom; from his mouth come knowledge
and understanding.”’

As we prepare to debate, discuss, and
discern the right solutions and strate-
gies for this great Nation, we ask You,
God, to give us Your wisdom, Your
knowledge, and Your understanding.

I pray for every leader here today
that they know the power and presence
of God is real and that there are mil-
lions of Americans praying for them to
be men and women of courage, char-
acter, and conviction.

I pray the decisions that come from
this place be those that honor You,
Lord, and bless the people of this land.
Help us, O God, to be a nation that
stands strong for freedom for our gen-
eration and the generations to come.

In Jesus’ name I pray.

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I
demand a vote on agreeing to the
Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.
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The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a quorum is not present
and make the point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. ROUZER)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. ROUZER led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

WELCOMING DR. BRAD JURKOVICH

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
JOHNSON) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, it is my great pleasure to in-
troduce my pastor and friend, Dr. Brad
Jurkovich, as our guest chaplain. He
has led us in prayer this morning, and
we are so grateful to have him.

Pastor Brad is the senior pastor of
the First Baptist Church of Bossier
City, Louisiana. First Bossier is a
multigenerational church dedicated to
reaching families throughout north
Louisiana, America, and the world. Our
motto is: Every person, every family,
experiencing Christ in every way.

Pastor Brad received his bachelor of
arts in biblical studies and his master
of divinity from Southeastern Baptist
Theological Seminary in Wake Forest,
North Carolina. He received his doctor
of ministry degree from Southwestern
Baptist Theological Seminary in Fort
Worth, Texas. He and his lovely wife,

Stephanie, have four awesome chil-
dren: Cassidy, Carter, Caroline, and
Catherine.

Pastor Brad is a gifted speaker and a
leader with a true servant’s heart who
loves Jesus and seeks to share the mes-
sage of salvation with everyone he
meets. He is a man committed to
reaching this generation with the hope
of Christ.

It is an honor to have him here today
to ask God’s blessings over us, our
work, and our Nation at this historic
time.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
help me in welcoming my friend and
pastor, Dr. Brad Jurkovich.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALBERG). The Chair will entertain up
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to 15 further requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

SOMETHING MIRACULOUS IS
HAPPENING IN CALIFORNIA

(Mr. DENHAM asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about something miracu-
lously happening in California.

For the first time in decades, we are
on the verge of building new infrastruc-
ture for our water. We have been wait-
ing since 1979 to actually build some-
thing new.

Last Friday, with the signing, Shas-
ta, a big improvement raising the spill-
way 630,000 new acre feet of water, and
now, next week, passing the WRDA
bill, which is actually the New WATER
Act financing for Los Vaqueros, Sites,
and Temperance Flat, it is time to
build things in California and save our
number one industry, agriculture.

These are real solutions and real dol-
lars. We are going to get it built.

———

AFTERMATH OF HURRICANES
IRMA AND MARIA

(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to talk about an important forum my
colleagues and I will be hosting tomor-
Trow.

While this month of September
marks the 1 year anniversary of Hurri-
canes Irma and Maria making landfall
in the Virgin Islands as a Category 5
storm, the aftermath of the storm is
still an everyday reality. According to
the Hurricane Recovery and Resiliency
Task Force report summary, total
damage is estimated at $10.8 billion.

Earlier this month, I visited local
schools as they opened for the new
school year, and the conditions are
troubling. The Virgin Islands Board of
Education reported a drop of almost 40
percent in student enrollment, and
Puerto Rico’s Department of Education
closed 265 schools last summer in the
aftermath of the hurricanes.

Only 19 of the 33 public schools
throughout the territory reopened on
time, and many of those are in no
shape for learning: a lack of school sup-
plies and classroom resources for stu-
dents; students resorting to either
standing or sitting on crates, floors,
and desks; libraries with few or no
books; and unfinished construction.

Let’s not be fooled, however. The
level of damage to the schools in the
Virgin Islands is due, in part, to the
continual cuts over the years to the
children of the Virgin Islands’ edu-
cation by funding from this body, the
U.S. Congress.

On Thursday, September 27, I and
other congressional Democrats will
host a forum to discuss the state of
public education and related recovery
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efforts in the Virgin Islands and Puerto
Rico. The forum’s most important mis-
sion will be to discuss new ideas and
plans to speed up the recovery process
to place our schools in a better eco-
nomic state. We must do better.

———

AFTERMATH OF HURRICANE
FLORENCE

(Mr. ROUZER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROUZER. Mr. Speaker, as every-
one knows, southeastern North Caro-
lina has experienced one of the most
devastating hurricanes to hit our State
in recent memory.

The eye of Hurricane Florence made
landfall in Wrightsville Beach, North
Carolina, and then proceeded to slow
walk down the coast before turning in-
land, resulting in historic flooding,
massive power outages, and dev-
astating destruction to homes, busi-
nesses, and farms. Sadly, this storm
has taken the lives of at least 35 North
Carolinians to date.

What has transpired in my district is
truly heartbreaking. But in the face of
diversity, we have come together
stronger than ever.

I want to make special mention and
thank all the first responders; linemen;
emergency, military, and medical per-
sonnel; as well as the elected officials
at all levels, local business leaders, the
news media, and all the countless num-
bers of citizens who are volunteering to
help our communities by opening their
hearts and wallets to those who need
it.

I also thank President Trump and his
administration for their rapid response
and commitment to helping all those
who have been affected. Working to-
gether, we will build our communities
back stronger than ever, make no mis-
take about it.

———

TARIFF CONSEQUENCES

(Mr. SCHNEIDER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I
have spoken before about how busi-
nesses in my district, large and small,
are suffering under the President’s tar-
iffs that are raising costs and increas-
ing uncertainty.

But the damage of the Trump admin-
istration’s trade policy goes beyond the
business community. Here is one exam-
ple. This week, I learned a public mid-
dle school in my district has to dip into
its contingency funds to cover the $2
million in unbudgeted cost increases
for its new addition and remodeling
project, caused by President Trump’s
tariffs.

Let me repeat that. This school or,
more precisely, local taxpayers now
face $2 million in additional costs, not
for new classrooms, but rather to cover
the extra costs of the President’s trade
war.
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I have also heard from seniors in my
district worried about tariffs accel-
erating the cost of prescription drugs,
including insulin, antidepressants, MRI
machines, artificial joints, and pace-
makers, to name just a few.

Put simply, President Trump’s tariffs
are not working for the American peo-
ple. It is time to instead end the mis-
guided trade war and enact sensible,
enforceable trade policies that support
American workers, American busi-
nesses, American intellectual property,
and our environment.

HONORING A KOREAN AND
AMERICAN HERO

(Mr. BACON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, today I
would like to honor the passing of
Major General Sun-Ha Lim, who passed
away on July 22.

Throughout his life, he defended the
Republic of Korea and the free world
from communism. As a second lieuten-
ant, he helped form the U.S. Korean
Constabulary, a Korean government
loyal to the United States.

He then continued his service in the
Republic of Korea’s Army. His excep-
tional battlefield leadership led him to
be promoted to the rank of major gen-
eral during the Korean conflict. He
commanded the Republic of Korea’s 3rd
Infantry Division, playing an instru-
mental role in pushing the North Ko-
rean forces back and restoring the 38th
parallel.

After coming to the U.S. with his
family later in life, General Lim advo-
cated for the recognition of the U.S.
Korean Constabulary.

General Lim was recognized on nu-
merous occasions for his inspiring lead-
ership. President Eisenhower honored
him with the Legion of Merit in the
Commander degree, the highest U.S.
military honor given to foreign com-
batants. He was awarded with the Re-
public of Korea’s Order of Military
Merit in the 1st Grade, which is their
highest decoration for military valor.

General Lim was a beloved member
of the South Korean community here
in Omaha, renowned by U.S. Korean
war veterans in the metro area, and he
was my friend.

————

SOUL OF OUR COUNTRY IS IN
JEOPARDY

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the soul of
our country is in jeopardy and in ques-
tion. It couldn’t be more directly seen
than in the Senate on Thursday with
the hearings for Judge Kavanaugh.

The two most pressing issues that
will be heard are the #MeToo move-
ment and respect for women and their
safety from sexual assault, and the
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truth and whether or not the truth is
something that matters to people any-
more or whether it is just spinning lies
to get ratings.

The man who has been nominated to
the Supreme Court went on FOX News
and said he didn’t drink illegally when
he was 18 years old. Well, he did. The
drinking age was 21.

The lady who accuses him has passed
a lie detector test administered by a
former FBI agent and has told more
than four or five different people about
this incident over the last 6 years,
which has been very difficult for her.
She should be given respect, and there
should be an attempt to find the truth.

But the third person in that incident
has not been subpoenaed by the Senate,
because they don’t want to know the
truth. They fear the truth. They are
keeping the truth from the American
people, and they are failing in respect-
ing women.

———

TRUMP TAX CUTS CREATE JOBS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, due to the tax cuts of Presi-
dent Donald Trump and the Republican
Congress, there 1is unprecedented
growth for American families.

The Hill today reported great things
for the American people. CNBC re-
ported that consumer confidence rose
to its highest level in 18 years. The Af-
rican American unemployment rate of
5.9 percent is the lowest on record—
CNN. Median household income at his-
toric highs—Investor’s Business Daily.
Middle class income hit an all-time
high last year—The Washington Post.
The majority of U.S. workers are satis-
fied with their job, highest job level
satisfaction since 2005—USA Today.
Youth unemployment at a b52-year
low—Wall Street Journal. Small-busi-
ness optimism, and plans to raise
wages are at record highs—Bloomberg.
GDP was 4.2 percent, the best perform-
ance in 4 years—Reuters. And unem-
ployment is at a several-decade low—
New York Times.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

Our prayers for Brett Kavanaugh and
his family, a judge of integrity.

——
0O 1215

BALTIMORE ORACLES

(Mr. SARBANES asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to declare the Baltimore Oracles,
my staff’s congressional softball team,
once again champions, having com-
pleted a perfect season, including an
impressive 18-3 victory in the cham-
pionship game.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Captained by Peter Gelman, Katie
Teleky, and the equipment manager,
Raymond O’Mara, the team’s stalwart
defense and steadfast offense was
unstoppable. Yet roster depth proved
to be the team’s ultimate advantage.

Mike Pulver, Lucinda Lessley, Paul
Kincaid, Jocelyn Kissell, Maddie
Bainer, Laura Lubben, Ben Proshek,
Rebecca O’Mara, Kate Durkin, Anna
Killius, Shannon Frede, and Zach
Weber each contributed to form a mag-
nificent infield, while Brian Kaissi,
Max Frankel, Andy Allen, Mike
VanDan Huevel, James Howard, Ste-
phen Demarais, Jaelon Moaney, and
Sam Follansbee worked together to
lock down the outfield, as did Jermaine
Vincent, who welcomed his newborn
son, Jayden, into the world just hours
after lifting the trophy.

Tim O’Neil, the team’s heart and
soul, always kept hope alive with his
insistence that the team hit ‘“‘just a
single,” while the team’s loveable mas-
cot, Winston, wagged his tail in agree-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, the Baltimore Oracles
are, once again, champions, and that is
truly world class.

———

RECOGNIZING KAY YORK, 2018 AR-
KANSAS PRINCIPAL OF THE
YEAR

(Mr. WESTERMAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize an educator
from the Fourth Congressional District
of Arkansas who has dedicated her life
to teaching the next generation. Kay
York, principal of Ashdown High
School, was named the 2018 Arkansas
Principal of the Year, and it is an
honor that is well earned.

Ms. York began her career as a kKin-
dergarten teacher and then librarian
before going to Ashdown Elementary in
1989 as a school counselor. During a
meeting this week, she explained how
she has worked to introduce more ca-
reer and technical education.

Partnering with a local community
college, students receive instruction in
trade skills and concurrent -college
credit in order to be college- and ca-
reer-ready when leaving the halls of
high school. It is this innovation in the
local school that is helping Ashdown
students prepare for a growing econ-
omy.

Mr. Speaker, Kay York is a leader in
education, and I am grateful for the
work she is doing in the Fourth Con-
gressional District.

——
REAL BIPARTISAN TAX REFORM

(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, this week,
House Republicans are rushing through
yet another tax bill that gives the
superwealthy and the well-connected a
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big tax break at the expense of working
families in my district.

The first Republican tax bill already
cost $2 trillion, exploding our national
deficit and setting up huge cuts for
Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Secu-
rity.

The overwhelming number of Ameri-
cans do not support these massive
handouts to the wealthiest Americans
and biggest corporations. They have al-
ready funneled these corporations al-
most $1 trillion in stock buybacks to
shareholders—money that is not going
to workers.

This week, House Republicans are
just doubling down on this deeply un-
popular and dangerous tax scam. This
latest bill has Republicans scheming to
make tax breaks for billionaires per-
manent, handing tens of billions of dol-
lars to the wealthiest 1 percent. This
latest bill will add to our national def-
icit.

Mr. Speaker, Democrats support real
bipartisan tax reform that would give
relief to working American families.

————

CONGRATULATING JOYCE WALK-
ER, 2018 CLERK OF THE YEAR

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize Joyce Walker of Lewisville,
North Carolina. Last month, the North
Carolina Association of Municipal
Clerks named Ms. Walker the 2018
Clerk of the Year.

Ms. Walker had already retired when
she entered municipal service and
started a new career as Lewisville’s
town clerk in 2000. During her tenure,
she has received numerous designa-
tions, including North Carolina Cer-
tified Municipal Clerk, Master Munic-
ipal Clerk, and a certification from the
National Association of Government
Archives and Records Administrators.

In addition to her duties and accom-
plishments, she is known by everyone
for being a genuinely sweet and pleas-
ant person, dedicated to serving the
community through Lewisville’s Stu-
dent Leadership Committee, the Civic
Club’s Scholarship Committee,
Lewisville Historical Society, and Boy
Scouts and Girl Scouts.

Congratulations to Joyce Walker on
her award of 2018 Clerk of the Year.
Lewisville is fortunate to have her as a
pillar of institutional knowledge and
outstanding community service.

————

IN MEMORY OF MICHAEL
CIAFARDONI SR.

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the passing of a great
man from California’s First District,
Michael Ciafardoni, who died at the
age of 94.

He was born in Nepezzano, Italy. Mi-
chael immigrated to America in 1939.
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Although not yet even a United States
citizen, he then served in the TU.S.
Army in World War II as a member of
the 803rd tank destroyer battalion as a
heavy machine gunner. He was the last
surviving member of his company.

He earned five Bronze Battle Stars
fighting some of the most consequen-
tial battles of the war, including the
Normandy invasion and the Battle of
the Bulge.

Michael insisted his proudest war-
time experience was not one of those
major engagements but, rather, the lib-
eration of a small town in Czecho-
slovakia near the end of the war. Jew-
ish prisoners were being held in the
town of Volary, where they awaited
transfer to a Nazi concentration camp.
Fortunately, Michael and his company
got there first, and they liberated
them. To the people of Volary, these
men were heroes.

When the 803rd was leaving town a
few days later, they were ambushed by
German soldiers. Indeed, the last sol-
dier killed in Europe, Private Charles
Havlat, was riding a tank directly in
front of the one Michael was in. The
Germans unconditionally surrendered
just a few hours later.

To this day, the town holds an an-
nual celebration to pay tribute to the
American soldiers who risked their
lives to free them.

I am told that Michael’s one wish
was to be honored for his wartime serv-
ice in Europe. That is a wish that we
are fulfilling right here today on the
House floor.

Mr. Speaker, he was a hero for a
country that he wasn’t even yet a cit-
izen of. In October of 1946, he earned
U.S. citizenship for his service to his
new country, his new home.

Before he died, he asked to see his
Certificate of Naturalization, which
brought a proud smile to his face. Mi-
chael is as American as any of us.

God bless him and his family.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON
H.R. 6157, DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2019; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H. RES. 1071, RECOG-
NIZING THAT ALLOWING ILLE-
GAL IMMIGRANTS THE RIGHT TO
VOTE DIMINISHES THE VOTING
POWER OF UNITED STATES CITI-
ZENS; AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF MOTIONS TO
SUSPEND THE RULES

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 1077 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 1077

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 6157) making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2019, and for other pur-
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poses. All points of order against the con-
ference report and against its consideration
are waived. The conference report shall be
considered as read. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the con-
ference report to its adoption without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate;
and (2) one motion to recommit if applicable.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order without intervention of any
point of order to consider in the House the
resolution (H. Res. 1071) recognizing that al-
lowing illegal immigrants the right to vote
devalues the franchise and diminishes the
voting power of United States citizens. The
resolution shall be considered as read. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the resolution and preamble to
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question except one
hour of debate equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on the Judiciary.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time on
the legislative day of September 27, 2018, or
September 28, 2018, for the Speaker to enter-
tain motions that the House suspend the
rules as though under clause 1 of rule XV.
The Speaker or his designee shall consult
with the Minority Leader or her designee on
the designation of any matter for consider-
ation pursuant to this section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BACON). The gentleman from Oklahoma
is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. TORRES), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
the Rules Committee met and reported
a rule for consideration of the con-
ference report to H.R. 6157, the Depart-
ment of Defense and Labor, Health and
Human Services, and Education Appro-
priations Act, 2019, and Continuing Ap-
propriations Act, 2019, and for an addi-
tional resolution, H. Res. 1071. The rule
provides for 1 hour of debate, equally
divided and controlled by the chair and
the ranking member of the Appropria-
tions Committee.

Mr. Speaker, the appropriations
package in front of us represents the
second of what will likely be several
appropriations packages to fully fund
the government for fiscal year 2019.

This represents the first time in
more than 10 years that Congress will
send more than one final appropria-
tions bill to the President for signature
before the beginning of the fiscal year.
In years past, we have relied strongly
on omnibus spending bills to fund the
government; but now, with the hard
work done on both sides of the aisle
and in both Houses of Congress, we are
returning to regular order and com-
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pleting spending work through the nor-
mal legislative process.

Mr. Speaker, as I have so often said
on this floor, the primary obligation of
the Congress is to fund the American
Government and keep it open and oper-
ating. The American people deserve no
less. With this package under consider-
ation today, Congress will do just that
with respect to 2 of the 12 main spend-
ing bills: the Department of Defense
and the Departments of Labor, Health
and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies.

In addition, the bill also includes a
continuing resolution extending fund-
ing for other parts of the government
not covered by this bill or the appro-
priations bill signed by the President
last week.

In passing this bill, we will provide
crucial funding for services across
broad areas of the government and ful-
fill our promises to the American peo-
ple: to patients, to communities, to
business owners, to the military, and
to Americans of all stripes.

The House is already familiar with
this bill from when it was passed in
June, and this conference version,
agreed to with the Senate, has not sub-
stantially changed with respect to De-
fense. However, it now reflects the
combined priorities of the Members of
both sides of the aisle and in both the
House and the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, in the Defense title of
the bill, the conference report appro-
priates a total of $674.4 billion for the
Department of Defense, including $606.5
billion in base funding, an increase of
$17 billion above fiscal year 2018, and
$67.9 billion in overseas contingency
operations and global war on terrorism
funding. This increase in funding will
help begin to right the wrongs com-
mitted against our military readiness
by several years of chronic under-
funding.

This bill provides an authorized 2.6
percent pay increase for our troops, the
largest pay raise in 9 years, and it en-
sures we will be able to increase our
Active-Duty number of military per-
sonnel by more than 16,000 soldiers.

The bill provides $148 Dbillion for
equipment procurement, including 13
new warships, a number that includes
two new Virginia-class submarines and
three new littoral combat ships. It also
adds 93 new F-35 aircraft, new trans-
port aircraft, new tankers, and over 100
new helicopters.

The bill also provides $96.1 billion for
research and development of new de-
fense systems and technologies, and
$243.2 billion for training, maintenance,
and base operations, funding that is
sorely needed to increase our dwindling
readiness to confront threats both at
home and abroad.

Mr. Speaker, in the Labor, Health
and Human Services, and Education
title, the conference report appro-
priates $178 billion, a $1 billion increase
over fiscal year 2018.

As the conference knows, I am fortu-
nate to chair the Labor, Health and
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Human Services, Education, and Re-
lated Agencies Subcommittee, and I
am very pleased with the results of this
year’s bill. We were able to increase
the budget of the National Institutes of
Health by $2 billion to $39 billion, thus
ensuring that we will be able to direct
significant new dollars to medical re-
search, tackling vexing health prob-
lems like Alzheimer’s disease, cancer,
and the opioid crisis.

Indeed, across the entire bill, we are
putting more than $6.6 billion into the
fight against the opioid crisis. We are
putting $7.9 billion into the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention to
make sure that we will have the re-
sources available to battle emerging
public health emergencies and fight in-
fectious disease. We did all of this
while also ensuring that popular pro-
grams like Meals on Wheels, which pro-
vides meals for our vulnerable senior
citizens, can continue to be funded at
current levels.

In the other areas of the Labor-HHS
title, we have provided $12.1 billion for
the Department of Labor, including
$3.5 billion for job training, $1.7 billion
for Job Corps, and $300 million to help
veterans transition into the workforce.

We provided $71 billion to the Depart-
ment of Education. This includes $12.4
billion for IDEA special education
grants to States. We also funded TRIO
at $1.06 million and GEAR UP at $360
million, both substantial increases.
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These programs are near and dear to
my heart personally and help first-gen-
eration college students succeed.

We increased the maximum Pell
grant award to $6,195, and we provided
$1.9 billion for career, technical, and
adult education programs. We included
significant funding for our youngest
Americans, including $10.1 billion for
Head Start, $5.3 billion for childcare
and development block grants, and $250
million for early childhood programs.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, this bill also
includes a provision acting as a con-
tinuing resolution, extending some por-
tions of government funding out to De-
cember 7. This extension, while not
ideal, gives the Appropriations Com-
mittee and both Houses of Congress
time to come to an agreement on legis-
lation funding the remaining areas of
our government. Such an extension ful-
fills our primary obligation as legisla-
tors, which is to fund the government
and keep it open and operating.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a
brief look at what we have accom-
plished and put these bills in context.

Last week, the President signed into
law the first package of three bills for
fiscal year 2019, covering Energy and
Water, Military Construction and Vet-
eran Affairs, and the Legislative
Branch titles. These bills covered just
over 11 percent of total discretionary
spending.

Today’s bill, which covers the De-
fense and Labor, Health and Human
Services, and Education titles, will
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produce the vast majority of discre-
tionary spending, just short of 65 per-
cent of the total discretionary spend-
ing for fiscal year 2019. What is left in
the remaining seven titles amounts to
just shy of 24 percent of discretionary
spending.

We may need to do a short-term con-
tinuing resolution for part of the gov-
ernment, but with these bills today,
what we will have accomplished is
sending over 75 percent of the total dis-
cretionary spending to the President
for his signature into law before the
start of the new fiscal year.

That is an amazing accomplishment,
one that has not happened in Congress
in over a decade. Indeed, this is the
first time in more than 10 years that
the Department of Defense will have
its full annual funding enacted before
the start of the fiscal year. This is the
first time in 22 years that the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human
Services, Education, and Related Agen-
cies will have been funded before the
beginning of the fiscal year.

As Chairman FRELINGHUYSEN has
said, this is the next step on the return
to regular order. Those who would re-
ject this bill because of the presence of
a continuing resolution for part of the
government are, frankly, throwing the
proverbial baby out with the bath
water. This bill, Mr. Speaker, is a re-
turn to regular order, and we should all
be proud of what we have achieved. It
also represents a compromise between
the two parties in this body and be-
tween this body and our counterpart on
the other side of the Capitol Rotunda.

Mr. Speaker, today’s conference re-
port represents nearly a year of strong
work by Congress. I applaud my col-
leagues for all they have accomplished.
This is just the next step, and we will
have many things to do before we fin-
ish our appropriations work for fiscal
year 2019. But for now, I congratulate
the House and the Senate for finalizing
this package.

I want to take a moment also, since
this is the last one of these particular
bills that Chairman FRELINGHUYSEN
will present, he will have others later,
obviously, but he is ending his term,
and I want to congratulate our chair-
man for the outstanding work that he
has done, and also that of his strong
working partner, Mrs. LOWEY of New
York, for her outstanding work.

Frankly, since we are dealing with
the Labor-H portion, I want to thank
my good working partner and friend,
R0OsSA DELAURO, the gentlewoman from
Connecticut, for her hard work. I also
thank our superb staff, particularly
our clerk, Ms. Ross, for her work in
ably helping us arrive at a monumental
achievement. Again, this is the first
time in 22 years that the Labor-H bill
has gotten done in full and on time.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and I thank the gentleman for yielding
me the customary 30 minutes.
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Mr. Speaker, if you are having deja
vu right now, it is because we have
been here one too many times before.
Our government is on the verge of yet
another government shutdown this
week. After yet another district work
period, we return today to this rule to
consider the bills it makes in order. We
are left with just one last chance to do
our work and one final opportunity to
send President Trump a funding bill
that reflects the true value of biparti-
sanship, one without poison pill riders
which would put so many of our con-
stituents out of work.

This rule makes in order H.R. 6157,
the DOD, HHS, and Education omnibus
bill; and H. Res. 1071, which is a rebuke
on some localities expanding voting op-
portunities to immigrants.

While some of my colleagues may
wish to speak about H. Res. 1071, I will
focus on the good work that we are ac-
complishing today, not a meaningless
political game House Republican lead-
ership is choosing to waste our time
with to further divide this House and
instead of focusing on preventing a
shutdown.

H.R. 6157, the second minibus to keep
the government open in fiscal year
2019, is an example of how this body
can still work together to reach a bi-
partisan consensus when we take poli-
tics out of the picture.

Perhaps more important than what is
included in the minibus is what is not
included. This minibus rejects the pro-
posed cuts to healthcare programs, job
training, education, and access to
healthcare that were in President
Trump’s budget proposal.

This minibus also rejects President
Trump’s efforts to expand family sepa-
ration at our Nation’s border. While
many children remain separated from
their parents, at least this minibus
agreement does not include House Re-
publican language that would have
overridden the Flores settlement and
authorized the indefinite detention of
immigrant children. This is a very
small victory, but an important one.
This minibus is a fundamental state-
ment of our values, and the United
States Congress should not condone
the President’s inhumane practice of
family separation.

In addition, let me make this clear:
nothing in this legislation will pay for
one foot of the President’s border wall.
I hope President Trump joins this Con-
gress and listens to the majority of the
American people who don’t want to
fund this wall. This Congress has re-
peatedly rejected funding for his mis-
guided wall, and it is about time the
President gave up on such a foolish
waste of taxpayer dollars while our
bridges, freeways, and streets are
crumbling beneath us. That does not do
anything to keep America safe.

Let’s talk about the good things that
this bill brings to our constituents. I
am happy to report that this legisla-
tion provides a 2.6 percent pay raise for
servicemembers who continue to serve
our Nation around the world. As a
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mother of a veteran, I celebrate that
even more. It is wonderful to hear that
our servicemembers are finally being
acknowledged for the hard work that
they do keeping our Nation safe at
home and abroad.

In addition to paying our service-
members more, this agreement will
protect our men and women in uniform
from one of the most common harms
they encounter: shamelessly stated as
sexual assault. The $56 million in addi-
tional funding we will provide will
fully implement and expand the Sexual
Assault Special Victims Counsel Pro-
gram. The Counsel Program provides
representation for survivors navigating
the complicated military justice proc-
ess. Hopefully, victims of sexual abuse
will not have to wait years to report
this crime.

The conference report also provides a
$35 million increase, for a total of $270
million, to construct, renovate, repair,
or expand elementary and secondary
public schools on military installa-
tions, giving military families an op-
portunity to thrive and educate their
young. In other words, this increase
means that we are not only helping our
servicemembers, but the families that
support them and who provide invalu-
able moral support for our soldiers.

Another bipartisan achievement in-
cluded in this legislation is an increase
for environmental restoration by more
than $13 million. One of the shortfalls
of this Congress has been a failure to
address the water crises we have seen
ravaging our communities. In Cali-
fornia alone, dozens of communities
have experienced recent rates of child-
hood poisoning that surpass those in
Flint, Michigan, with one locale show-
ing rates nearly three times higher.

It is unacceptable that in the richest
Nation in the world, our children are
being poisoned because we refuse to
take the necessary actions to provide
the infrastructure to deliver clean
water to our communities. Securing
this funding is a real step to helping in-
vest in communities and the health of
our children.

That is why we included yet another
investment into our communities’
health by increasing funding for the
National Institutes of Health by $2 bil-
lion. This rejects the cuts proposed by
the President in his administration and
instead supports research into cures for
life-threatening diseases like Alz-
heimer’s, cancer, HIV/AIDS, influenza,
and diabetes.

Additionally, we are providing $4.4
billion to combat the nationwide
opioid crisis. This means more preven-
tion programs, better treatment, and
training for the workforce to ensure
our healthcare professionals aren’t
making problems worse.

Finally, the last part of this agree-
ment that I would like to highlight is
what we are doing for our workforce
programs. This bill invests in students,
the future of America, those looking
for workforce training and working
families.
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Included is:

$10.1 billion for Head Start, which
provides literacy programs to young
children in working families;

$5.3 billion for childcare and develop-
ment block grants to provide childcare
assistance to low-income families. We
celebrate that mothers will finally
have the support that they need to
work and deliver for their families;

$160 million for apprenticeship grants
to connect businesses to workers;

$1.3 billion for career and technical
education; and,

An increase to the maximum Pell
grant to help our students keep pace
with the rising cost of college.

This is a good bill. This is a bipar-
tisan bill. This is a bill that should be
signed into law. I urge the President to
look at what a bipartisan agreement
looks like and take ‘‘yes” for an an-
swer. The last thing any of us want is
yet another government shutdown.
Let’s prevent that today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to begin by
thanking my good friend, my colleague
on the Rules Committee, for her kind
words and her acknowledgment of how
many accomplishments there are that
both parties have worked hard to
achieve in this particular legislation.
That is why I am confident that once
the bill comes to the floor, we will have
a substantial majority of my friends on
the other side of the aisle voting for it
and a substantial majority of my
friends from my side of the aisle join-
ing them in that. That is a good thing.
America should be exceptionally
pleased with that.

I also want to thank the President,
because he is a participant in this.
While this bill does represent a com-
promise, the reality is, particularly in
the defense area, we essentially gave
the President most of the things that
he asked for and worked for, and we
brought this. So I think he can take
considerable pride in the achievements
of restoring the military, because that
was his suggestion, his proposal, and he
worked to that end.
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There are also particular initiatives
in the Labor-H portion of the bill that
the President deserves credit for. My
friend cited the apprenticeship pro-
gram, a great program. That was a
Presidential-level proposal. A 1ot of the
training programs are.

It was this President who declared
opioids as a national healthcare emer-
gency. I am proud Congress, on both
sides of the aisle, have responded. As
my friend knows, there was a budget
agreement last year between the ad-
ministration, the Senate, and the
House that actually put an emphasis
on more money at the NIH, more
money for opioids.

I am the first to acknowledge there is
good work and good praise here to go
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all around for everybody. My friends in
the House worked very hard. I have al-
ways joked with my good friend, the
ranking member, that we always start
out on different sides, but for four
times in a row now, we have come to-
gether for the final package and both
supported the legislation that author-
ized Health and Human Services,
Labor, Education, and related agencies.
Again, that wouldn’t be possible with-
out the leadership of the full com-
mittee. That wouldn’t be possible with-
out friends across the rotunda.

Far be it from me to overpraise the
Senate of the United States, but I have
to say that they deserve a lot of praise
in this instance, because the leadership
of Chairman SHELBY and Ranking
Member LEAHY on that side was excep-
tionally important to us in reaching a
resolution and working through some
of the knotty issues.

Finally, I want to thank the Presi-
dent of the United States. We make
Presidents go first in their budget pro-
posals, largely so then we can pick
them apart later and do what Congress
should do, and that is to make the final
decisions in this area. But we took the
President’s recommendations very,
very seriously.

There are many good things in this
bill, both in the military side and the
Labor, Health and Human Services,
and Education side, that began with
proposals of the administration.

I mentioned opioids. I mentioned ap-
prenticeship programs. I could go on. I
could mention charter schools. There
are many, many proposals out of the
administration that are incorporated
in this.

The reality is, I think this is actually
what the American people want to see.
All three of the legs of this stool—the
House, the Senate, and the executive
branch—cooperating together, com-
promise, found different ways. We did
that within our ranks, within this body
between Republicans and Democrats.
We did that across the rotunda with
our colleagues in the Senate. And we
certainly did it working with the Presi-
dent of the United States.

It takes all three of us to get it done.
The reality is, this has already passed
the Senate in, I must add, an over-
whelmingly bipartisan manner, 93 to 7,
if I recall the vote correctly. That
makes a strong statement as to how
well our friends on both sides of the
aisle in the other Chamber work.

I think we will have a very strong
vote when we get to final legislation.
That, again, is something that the
leadership on both sides, and particu-
larly in the Appropriations Committee,
can take a great deal of pride in.

When we send it down to the other
end of Pennsylvania Avenue, if the
President of the United States doesn’t
sign it, it doesn’t become law. I believe
we will get that signature, and I want
to acknowledge how hard the President
and his team worked with us to arrive
at a solution with our friends in both
Chambers.
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Mr. Speaker, with praise all around, I
am going to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today we are consid-
ering a continuing resolution that will
extend the Violence Against Women
Act only until December 7. I am glad
that we aren’t letting this important
legislation expire. However, a simple
extension is not enough. We need to
fully reauthorize and strengthen this
landmark act.

Therefore, if we defeat the previous
question, I will offer an amendment to
the rule to bring up Representative
JACKSON LEE’s legislation, H.R. 6545,
the Violence Against Women Reauthor-
ization Act.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DONOVAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, to dis-
cuss our proposal, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let
me thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for her leadership, and, cer-
tainly, I rise enthusiastically on her
motion.

I rise in strong opposition to the rule
governing debate for H.R. 6157. We
must oppose this rule and defeat the
previous question. The reason for such
is not because we do not support the
troops or our children but because de-
feating the previous question will en-
able this House to consider and pass
H.R. 6545, the Violence Against Women
Reauthorization Act of 2018.

This is an opportunity that we should
not squander. This bill is a bill that we
have worked on for 2 years, and a bill
that I introduced with over 150 cospon-
sors, timely, in July 2018, after work-
ing for 2 years with all of the Nation’s
women’s advocacy groups, groups that
opposed and fought against domestic
violence, and all other stakeholders.

I would like to thank them for 2
years of tedious and hard work, ensur-
ing that immigrant women were pro-
tected, ensuring that Native American
women were protected, ensuring that
those who had a domestic abuse war-
rant could not have a gun without hav-
ing a lockbox. I want to say to them
that we will never give up.

The Violence Against Women Act is a
landmark piece of legislation, passed in
1994 following the Anita Hill moment
that opened our eyes to the then over-
whelming problems faced by victims of
domestic violence, dating violence, sex-
ual assault, and stalking. It is now
even more evident with the Justice
Kavanaugh confirmation hearings and
the allegations that have been made by
Dr. Ford and others that raise a sense
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of urgency for the passage of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act.

It baffles me that Republicans can
leave without passing the updated, re-
authorized legislation and not just a
mere extension. By passing VAWA, we
can stop the revictimizing, retrauma-
tizing, and stigmatizing of sexual as-
sault survivors.

Enough is enough. Science tells us
that trauma severely impacts recall, so
let us do our jobs and help them.
Women deserve to be respected, pro-
tected, and never neglected.

As we all know very clearly, VAWA
is set to expire this week, and millions
of innocent lives are counting on us to
get this right and reauthorize VAWA
now, reauthorize it with the new provi-
sions to increase funding; increase rec-
ognition of stalking, sexual assault,
dating violence, and sexual harass-
ment; help women, men, and children
everywhere throughout our great coun-
try who have and will suffer at the
hands of perpetrators who commit
these violent and abusive crimes.

The bill generically adds the word
‘“‘people,”” because we know that abuse
is across the lines of men, women, and
children. Clearly, these victims deserve
more than a mere 3-month expedient
extension or piecemeal product to com-
bat these challenges of monumental
proportions.

What will we say to them? The cur-
rent climate of the #MeToo movement
is a wake-up call to the Nation. Let’s
not make this a partisan issue. It
should not be—it was not in 1994—be-
cause crimes of violence against any-
one must be addressed.

I remember standing next to Senator
Joe Biden, and I remember standing
next to Congressman Henry Hyde, the
chairman of the Judiciary Committee,
reauthorizing the Violence Against
Women Act, standing next to Repub-
licans and Democrats to do this. Why
can we not do it now?

Therefore, when we ignore an ex-
traordinary movement such as the
#MeToo movement by not reauthor-
izing a strengthened and improved
VAWA that meets today’s challenges,
then we have failed the Nation. If we
do not defeat this previous question,
we are telling all of our constituents
and all of those stakeholders and those
women’s centers, like the Houston
Area Women’s Center that are waiting
for this to be reauthorized and are a
place of refuge for women who are flee-
ing all kinds of violence and who rely
heavily on VAWA and all of those who
care about protecting women, men, and
children’s rights against violence that
we do not care.

On July 26, 2018, I introduced H.R.
6545, VAWA 2018, which is a com-
promise version with modest improve-
ments, because I am committed to
passing a bipartisan reauthorization of
the Violence Against Women Act.
Hopefully, we can do more that is tai-
lored to appeal to Members of Congress
across the political spectrum.

My question is, why didn’t the Re-
publicans stand up? Where were they?
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This is not a bill that is out of line. It
is a bill that is updated in response to
needs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentlewoman from Texas an addi-
tional 2 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. This is the mo-
ment for my colleagues to do the right
thing, for the right reasons, to help
bring H.R. 65645 to the floor for a vote.
This has always been a bipartisan ef-
fort.

Let us not let the current times and
background noise sway us away from
our pivotal duties. What is happening
on the other side, the other body, does,
in fact, emphasize our need to act.

Let us show the American people
that we care about victims of domestic
violence, dating violence, stalking, sex-
ual assault, and sexual harassment,
which have been added to the VAWA
2018.

H.R. 6545 has received the support of
the National Task Force to End Sexual
and Domestic Violence, women and
men who are both Republicans and
Democrats, which is a national collabo-
ration comprising a large and a diverse
group of national, Tribal, State, terri-
torial, and local organizations, advo-
cates, and individuals who focus on the
development, passage, and implemen-
tation of effective public policy to ad-
dress domestic violence, dating vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking, the
four crimes.

These modest yet vital updates we
have made in the existing Violence
Against Women Act are based on the
needs identified by direct service pro-
viders who work daily with the victims
and the survivors of the four crimes.

H.R. 6545 makes the following im-
provements and more.

It makes important investments in
prevention, a key priority identified
not only by people who work with vic-
tims and survivors daily but also by
our very own Bipartisan Women’s Cau-
cus.

It provides resources to implement
evidence-based prevention programs,
which will make our communities safer
and, ultimately, save taxpayers money.
Law enforcement officers are waiting
for the resources to help them protect
the community.

It also safeguards important protec-
tions that ensure all victims and sur-
vivors have access to safety and jus-
tice, and provides mechanisms to hold
predators who prey on Native women
accountable.

Moreover, it provides law enforce-
ment with new tools to protect their
community.

It offers protections for survivors in
Federal, public, subsidized, and as-
sisted housing. It supports victims and
survivors who need assistance rebuild-
ing financially. It addresses the needs
of underserved communities and im-
proves the healthcare response to the
four crimes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has again ex-
pired.
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Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentlewoman from Texas an addi-
tional 1 minute.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. It closes many of
the loopholes found in dating violence.

And in response to the overwhelming
victims in the #MeToo movement, it
adds sexual harassment as part of the
applicable crimes of violence.

In short, the reauthorization of the
Violence Against Women Act of 2018 is
a bill that should draw wide support
but provides across-the-board protec-
tion for those who need it. There is no
reason for this not to be bipartisan and
no reason for it not to be on the floor.

Let’s not play politics with people’s
lives. Let’s not shortchange them by
slashing funding in half. Let’s not kick
the can down the road while omitting
funding. Let’s not dismiss their cries
and pleas. Certainly, let’s not punish
them because #theydidnot report.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for all of
the time, and I thank the gentlewoman
from California for all of her leader-
ship.

It is time to vote ‘‘no” in order for us
to move the previous question and pass
the Violence Against Women Act that
is now ready to move to the floor.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to begin by
agreeing with the objective that my
friends are laying out but disagreeing
with the means by which they are try-
ing to achieve it.

I couldn’t agree more that passing
the National Violence Against Women
Act, or extending it, is the appropriate
thing to do. I worked very hard the last
time we did the extension.

I actually helped put together a coa-
lition of Republicans that brought
down the Republican bill, because we
thought the Senate Democratic bill
was superior. It extended for the first
time opportunities in Indian country
for Tribal governments to hold non-
Tribal Members accountable for as-
sault.

So this is a cause that is near and
dear to my heart. I don’t pretend to sit
on the authorization committee, which
my good friend from Texas does. I am
not exactly sure where they are in the
process. But as she did say, this is nor-
mally bipartisan.

So I look on this as a routine exten-
sion while they continue to work
through. I think, if we get the legisla-
tion to the floor, I have no doubt it will
pass in a very strongly bipartisan way.

I will say, if we adopt the strategy
my friends recommend, we will, actu-
ally, in some ways, hurt the cause that
I know she feels so passionately about.

O 1300

The Labor-H bill actually funds the
battered women shelters and the Na-
tional Domestic Violence Hotline.
Those are two important items in here
that are actually funded in the bill. If
we bring down the bill, we are going to
derail the appropriations process for all
Defense, for Labor, Health and Human
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Services, Education, and Related Agen-
cies, a lot of these other related pro-
grams that are extremely important.

So I have no doubt about the sin-
cerity of my friend’s position, but I
don’t want to, frankly, number one,
disrupt funding for very, very impor-
tant programs that we help, you know,
sustain like, again, the National Do-
mestic Violence Hotline and battered
women’s shelters, and I certainly don’t
want to defund it for the larger meas-
ures here either.

So I think you have to recognize we
don’t always get everything done on
time. I don’t think we got VAWA done
on time the last time. I know at least
it was quite a difficult struggle, but we
eventually got there, and we got there
with substantial votes from both par-
ties and got it through. I think we will
again.

I pledge to work with my friends on
the other side of the aisle to achieve
that objective. I just don’t think, right
now, we should derail an $800 billion
bill when this bill will actually extend
the current legislation and give us the
time to finish whatever the differences
are, resolve whatever the differences
are, if there are any, within the com-
mittee and eventually bring it forward.

Again, I think it is a worthy objec-
tive. I look forward to working with
my friends to achieve it. I just simply
don’t want to derail this appropria-
tions bill in the course of doing that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time. I have
no further speakers, and I am prepared
to close.

Mr. Speaker, we are just two more
legislative days away from the third
Republican government shutdown of
2018. However, we have done our jobs to
prevent that today.

H.R. 6157 is a testament that despite
party differences, we can still come to-
gether to work out our differences and
put the American public’s interest
first.

I want to be clear that I do not agree
with the rule that we are considering,
because this rule makes in order a
wholly unrelated immigration bill.
This rule fails to allow the debate on a
number of amendments and marks the
98th closed rule of this Congress, an
all-time record. That is why I urge my
colleagues to oppose the previous ques-
tion and the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I want to begin by
thanking my friend from California.
We don’t agree on every point here, but
we do agree on the underlying legisla-
tion. We both, frankly, appreciate the
labors of both Democrats and Repub-
licans to come to compromises on an
extraordinarily large budget item—65
percent, roughly, of the Federal budget
here between Defense, Labor, Health
and Human Services, and Education,
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and Related Agencies. I share my
friend’s appreciation and admiration
for all that were part of that.

My friend did bring up in her close
the concern about two items in a gov-
ernment shutdown. I will remind my
friend, it was our friends who tried to
shut down the government in the
House on the other side of the aisle,
and the Democrats in the Senate who
actually did shut down the government
in 2017. So I always point out both par-
ties have done this. It is never a very
good idea. Neither has ever achieved
their objectives there, so we are work-
ing hard to make sure that doesn’t
happen. But it wasn’t Republicans that
shut down the government in 2017. I
think it was actually called—well, I
won’t use the name, but it was actually
named after a Democratic Senator. So
let’s put that aside.

Let’s focus. My friend did raise an in-
teresting point on closed rules. And I
think, you know, this is something
they continue to focus on, and, I think,
sometimes lost in this, we ignore the
structured rule amendment process
that has routinely been used actually
by majorities of both sides, to be fair.

If we are going to use that metric for
measuring openness, I want to clarify a
couple of points for the RECORD.

Mr. Speaker, 16 of the closed rules
cited by the minority were rolling back
regulations under the Congressional
Review Act, which does not allow for
amendments, to ensure that only a ma-
jority vote is required in the United
States Senate.

Another 12 closed rules were for bills
where the minority put out a call for
amendments but received no amend-
ments. And if my friends from the
other side of the aisle believe that open
rules are the only measure of success,
it is only fair to clarify for the Amer-
ican people the Democratic majority’s
record in this regard.

In the 111th Congress, under Speaker
PELOSI, the majority had zero open
rules. However, as we have already
stated in the past, comparing open
versus closed rules ignores the struc-
tured amendment process. The major-
ity has made it a priority to make in
order large numbers of amendments for
floor consideration, a majority of those
with a Democratic sponsor and/or co-
sponsor.

In fact, as of September 26, 2018, Re-
publicans in the 115th Congress have
provided for consideration of over 1,650
amendments on the House floor: over
750 of those amendments were offered
by my friends, the Democrats on the
other side of the aisle; over 635 Repub-
lican amendments were made in order;
and over 280 bipartisan amendments.

So the 114th Congress, the GOP ma-
jority has actually allowed over 1,700
amendments to be considered on the
House floor, and in the 113th Congress,
the Republican majority allowed over
1,500 amendments to be considered on
the floor. My friends, the last time
they were in the majority, the 111th
Congress, offered fewer than 1,000
amendments to be considered.
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So there is a case to be made on both
sides of these things. I think the ma-
jority has tried to move legislation as
best they can, but we certainly want
the active participation of our friends
from the other side, and, quite often,
they are very robust in taking advan-
tage of that opportunity. That is a
good thing.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to en-
courage all Members to support the
rule. I recognize my friends on the
other side probably will not do that,
and that is appropriate. The rule de-
bate is normally a partisan divide, and
I respect my friend’s efforts in that re-
gard.

But I know that many of my friends
will support the underlying resolution,
and, for that, I express my apprecia-
tion, and, frankly, my gratitude for the
good hard work that has gone back and
forth across partisan aisles. This bill,
though, this rule represents the next
step toward fulfilling our primary obli-
gation as Members of Congress to fund
the government.

For the first time in over 10 years, we
will fully fund the Department of De-
fense before the start of our fiscal year.
We will pass a Labor, Health and
Human Services, Education, and Re-
lated Agencies appropriations bill, pro-
viding funds for healthcare, schools,
medical research, job training, and
thousands of other priorities for both
parties for the first time in 22 years.
And we will enable that the govern-
ment remains open and operating to
provide needed services for our con-
stituents.

So I want to applaud my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle for their hard
work. I want to thank our friends in
the United States Senate who have al-
ready completed their portion of this. I
want to join my friend in urging the
President, assuming we pass this legis-
lation, to sign it and sign it before the
end of the fiscal year.

The material previously referred to
by Mrs. TORRES is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1077 OFFERED BY
Ms. TORRES

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 4. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 6545) to reauthorize
the Violence Against Women Act of 1994, and
for other purposes. The first reading of the
bill shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on the Judiciary. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. All points of order
against provisions in the bill are waived. At
the conclusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
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one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after
the third daily order of business under clause
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of
the Whole for further consideration of the
bill.

SEC. 5. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 6545.
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT

IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
““The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”’

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. ... When the
motion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”’

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“‘Amending Special Rules” states: ‘“‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”
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Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time, and I move the
previous question on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 26, 2018.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule IT of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
September 26, 2018, at 11:55 a.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 3139.

That the Senate passed S. 3389.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 4958.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 9 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. DONOVAN) at 1 o’clock
and 15 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 1077;



September 26, 2018

Adoption of House Resolution 1077, if
ordered;

The motion to suspend the rules and
pass H.R. 5420, if ordered; and

Agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, if ordered.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

—————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON
H.R. 6157, DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2019; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H. RES. 1071, RECOG-
NIZING THAT ALLOWING ILLE-
GAL IMMIGRANTS THE RIGHT TO
VOTE DIMINISHES THE VOTING
POWER OF UNITED STATES CITI-
ZENS; AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF MOTIONS TO
SUSPEND THE RULES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1077) providing for con-
sideration of the conference report to
accompany the bill (H.R. 6157) making
appropriations for the Department of
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes;
providing for consideration of the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1071) recognizing that
allowing illegal immigrants the right
to vote devalues the franchise and di-
minishes the voting power of United
States citizens; and providing for con-
sideration of motions to suspend the
rules, on which the yeas and nays are
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 230, nays
188, not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 402]

YEAS—230
Abraham Calvert Emmer
Aderholt Carter (GA) Estes (KS)
Allen Carter (TX) Faso
Amash Chabot Ferguson
Amodei Cheney Fitzpatrick
Arrington Cloud Fleischmann
Babin Coffman Flores
Bacon Cole Fortenberry
Balderson Collins (GA) Foxx
Banks (IN) Collins (NY) Frelinghuysen
Barr Comer Gaetz
Barton Comstock Gallagher
Bergman Conaway Garrett
Biggs Cook Gianforte
Bilirakis Costello (PA) Gibbs
Bishop (MI) Cramer Gohmert
Bishop (UT) Crawford Goodlatte
Black Culberson Gosar
Blum Curbelo (FL) Gowdy
Bost Curtis Granger
Brady (TX) Davidson Graves (GA)
Brat Davis, Rodney Graves (LA)
Brooks (AL) Denham Graves (MO)
Brooks (IN) DesJarlais Griffith
Buchanan Diaz-Balart Grothman
Buck Donovan Guthrie
Bucshon Duffy Handel
Budd Duncan (SC) Harper
Burgess Duncan (TN) Harris
Byrne Dunn Hartzler

Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd
Jenkins (KS)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones

Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance

Latta

Lesko

Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love

Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy

Adams

Aguilar

Barragan

Bass

Beatty

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F

Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings

McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford

NAYS—188

DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)

Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton

Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
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Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano

Barletta
Blackburn
Castor (FL)
Ellison

Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema

Sires

Smith (WA)
Soto

Speier

Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus

Tonko

Eshoo
Issa
Jenkins (WV)
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Torres

Tsongas

Vargas

Veasey

Vela

Velazquez

Visclosky

Walz

Wasserman
Schultz

Waters, Maxine

Watson Coleman

Welch

Wilson (FL)

Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—10

Lujan Grisham,
M.

Nolan

Ros-Lehtinen

Messrs. SIRES, VELA, RICHMOND,

LARSON of Connecticut,

and VIS-

CLOSKY changed their vote from
ééyea77 to ééna,y.’ﬁ
So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 230, noes 188,
not voting 10, as follows:

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Balderson
Banks (IN)
Barr
Barton
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blum

Bost

Brady (TX)
Brat
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cloud
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer

[Roll No. 403]
AYES—230

Crawford
Crist
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Curtis
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Emmer
Estes (KS)
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gianforte
Gibbs
Goodlatte
Gottheimer
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Grothman
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler

Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jenkins (KS)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamb
Lamborn
Lance

Latta

Lesko

Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love

Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Mast
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McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
MecSally
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
O’Halleran
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)

Adams
Aguilar
Amash
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi

Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart

NOES—188

Gohmert
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gosar
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Massie
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meadows
Meeks
Meng
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
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Stivers
Suozzi
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (TA)
Zeldin

Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Smith (WA)
Soto
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Barletta
Blackburn
Castor (FL)
DeGette

Ellison
Eshoo
Jenkins (WV)

NOT VOTING—10

Lujan Grisham,

M.
Nolan
Ros-Lehtinen
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FDR HISTORIC PRESERVATION
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The unfinished business is
the question on suspending the rules
and passing the bill (H.R. 5420) to au-
thorize the acquisition of land for addi-
tion to the Home of Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt National Historic Site in the
State of New York, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 394, noes 15,
not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 404]

AYES—39%4

Abraham Budd Crawford
Adams Burgess Crist
Aderholt Bustos Crowley
Aguilar Butterfield Cuellar
Allen Byrne Culberson
Amodei Calvert Cummings
Arrington Capuano Curbelo (FL)
Babin Carbajal Curtis
Bacon Cardenas Davis (CA)
Balderson Carson (IN) Davis, Danny
Banks (IN) Carter (GA) Davis, Rodney
Barr Carter (TX) DeFazio
Barragan Cartwright DeGette
Barton Castro (TX) Delaney
Bass Chabot DelBene
Beatty Cheney Demings
Bera Chu, Judy Denham
Bergman Cicilline DeSaulnier
Beyer Clark (MA) DesJarlais
Bilirakis Clarke (NY) Deutch
Bishop (GA) Clay Diaz-Balart
Bishop (MI) Cleaver Dingell
Bishop (UT) Cloud Doggett
Black Clyburn Donovan
Blum Coffman Doyle, Michael
Blumenauer Cohen F.
Blunt Rochester Cole Duffy
Bonamici Collins (GA) Dunn
Bost Collins (NY) Emmer
Boyle, Brendan Comer Engel

F. Comstock Espaillat
Brady (PA) Conaway Estes (KS)
Brady (TX) Connolly Esty (CT)
Brat Cook Evans
Brooks (IN) Cooper Faso
Brown (MD) Correa Ferguson
Brownley (CA) Costa Fitzpatrick
Buchanan Costello (PA) Fleischmann
Buck Courtney Flores
Bucshon Cramer Fortenberry

Foster

Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garrett
Gianforte
Gibbs

Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Goodlatte
Gottheimer
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Grothman
Guthrie
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Handel
Harper
Hartzler
Hastings
Heck
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Higgins (NY)
Hill

Himes
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jayapal
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Joyce (OH)
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamb
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee

Lesko

Levin

Amash
Biggs
Brooks (AL)
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Lewis (GA)
Lewis (MN)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Mast
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Neal
Newhouse
Noem
Norcross
Norman
Nunes
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Polis
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
dJ.

NOES—I15

Davidson
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)

Rosen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Royce (CA)
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Russell
Rutherford
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Soto
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Trott
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Gohmert
Gosar
Harris
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Jones Massie Yoho
Jordan Perry Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—19
Barletta Jackson Lee Nolan
Blackburn Jenkins (WV) Ros-Lehtinen
Castor (FL) Lieu, Ted Rush
DeLauro Lofgren Speier
Ellison Lujan Grisham,  vargas
Eshoo M. Yarmuth
Frankel (FL) Napolitano
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on rolicall
No. 404.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, had |
been present, | would have voted “yea” on
rollcall No. 404.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on rolicall
No. 404.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained and missed rolicall No.
404. If 1 was present, | would have voted
“yea.”

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico. Mr. Speaker, had | been present, |
would have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 402,
“nay” on rollcall No. 403, and “yea” on rollcall
No. 404.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, which the Chair will put
de novo.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

——————

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO THE PRESI-
DENT

Mr. REICHERT, from the Committee
on Ways and Means, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 115-979) on the
resolution (H. Res. 1018) of inquiry re-
questing the President to transmit to
the House of Representatives certain
documents in the possession of the
President relating to the determina-
tion to impose certain tariffs and to
the strategy of the United States with
respect to China, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———
[ 1400

REMOVAL OF NAMES OF MEM-
BERS AS COSPONSORS OF H.R.
6774

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that Mr.

RYAN of Ohio, Mr. CoLE of Oklahoma,
Mr. MESSER of Indiana, Mr. JONES of
North Carolina, and Mr. VELA of Texas
be removed as cosponsors of H.R. 6774.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or votes objected
to under clause 6 of rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

—————

FAA REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF
2018

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 1082) providing for
the concurrence by the House in the
Senate amendment to H.R. 302, with an
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1082

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution the House shall be considered to
have taken from the Speaker’s table the bill,
H.R. 302, with the Senate amendment there-
to, and to have concurred in the Senate
amendment with the following amendment:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the amendment of the Senate to
the text of the bill, insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the “FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018°.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
DIVISION A—SPORTS MEDICINE
LICENSURE

Sec. 11. Short title.
Sec. 12. Protections for covered sports medi-
cine professionals.

DIVISION B—FAA REAUTHORIZATION

ACT OF 2018
Sec. 101. Definition of appropriate commit-
tees of Congress.
TITLE I—AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Funding of FAA Programs
Sec. 111. Airport planning and development
and noise compatibility plan-
ning and programs.

Facilities and equipment.

FAA operations.

Weather reporting programs.

Adjustment to AIP program fund-
ing.

Sec. 116. Funding for aviation programs.

Sec. 117. Extension of expiring authorities.

Subtitle B—Passenger Facility Charges

Sec. 121. Passenger facility charge mod-
ernization.
Sec. 122. Future aviation infrastructure and
financing study.
Sec. 123. Intermodal access projects.
Subtitle C—Airport Improvement Program
Modifications

Sec. 131. Grant assurances.

112.
113.
114.
115.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
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Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
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132.
133.
134.
135.
136.

Mothers’ rooms.

Contract Tower Program.

Government share of project costs.

Updated veterans’ preference.

Use of State highway specifica-
tions.
Former military airports.
Eligibility of CCTV projects for air-
port improvement program.
State block grant program expan-
sion.

Non-movement area surveillance
pilot program.

Property conveyance releases.

Study regarding technology usage
at airports.

Study on airport revenue diversion.

GAO study on the effect of granting
an exclusive right of aero-
nautical services to an airport
sponsor.

Sense of Congress on smart air-
ports.

Critical airfield markings.

General facilities authority.

Recycling plans; uncategorized
small airports.

Evaluation of airport master plans.

Definition of small business con-
cern.

Small airport regulation relief.

Construction of certain control
towers.

Nondiscrimination.

Definition of airport development.

General aviation airport expired
funds.

Priority review of construction
projects in cold weather States.

Minority and disadvantaged busi-
ness participation.

Supplemental discretionary funds.

State taxation.

Airport investment
program.

Remote tower pilot program for
rural and small communities.

Airport access roads in remote lo-
cations.

Limited regulation of non-federally
sponsored property.

Seasonal airports.

Amendments to definitions.

166. Pilot program sunsets.

167. Buy America requirements.

Subtitle D—Airport Noise and
Environmental Streamlining

171. Funding eligibility for airport en-
ergy efficiency assessments.

Authorization of certain flights by
stage 2 aircraft.

Alternative airplane noise metric
evaluation deadline.

Updating airport noise exposure
maps.

Addressing community noise con-
cerns.

Community involvement in FAA
NextGen projects located in
metroplexes.

Lead emissions.

Terminal sequencing and spacing.

Airport noise mitigation and safety
study.

Regional ombudsmen.

FAA leadership on civil supersonic
aircraft.

Mandatory use of the New York
North Shore Helicopter Route.

State standards for airport pave-
ments.

Eligibility of pilot program air-
ports.

Grandfathering of certain deed
agreements granting through-
the-fence access to general
aviation airports.

137.
138.

139.
140.

141.
142.

143.
144.

145.
146.
147.
148.

149.
150.

151.
152.

153.
154.
155.
156.
157.
158.

159.
160.

partnership
161.
162.
163.

164.
165.

172.
173.
174.
175.
176.
177.
178.
179.

180.
181.

182.
183.
184.

185.
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Sec. 186. Stage 3 aircraft study.

Sec. 187. Aircraft noise exposure.

Sec. 188. Study regarding day-night average
sound levels.

Sec. 189. Study on potential health and eco-
nomic impacts of overflight
noise.

Sec. 190. Environmental mitigation pilot
program.

Sec. 191. Extending aviation development
streamlining.

Sec. 192. Zero-emission vehicles and tech-
nology.

TITLE II—FAA SAFETY CERTIFICATION
REFORM

Subtitle A—General Provisions

Sec. 201. Definitions.
Sec. 202. Safety Oversight and Certification
Advisory Committee.

Subtitle B—Aircraft Certification Reform

Sec. 211. Aircraft certification performance
objectives and metrics.

Organization designation author-
izations.

ODA review.

Type certification resolution proc-
ess.

Review of certification process for
small general aviation air-
planes.

Sec. 216. ODA staffing and oversight.

Subtitle C—Flight Standards Reform

Sec. 212.

213.
214.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 221. Flight standards performance ob-
jectives and metrics.

Sec. 222. FAA task force on flight standards
reform.

Sec. 223. Centralized safety guidance data-
base.

Sec. 224. Regulatory Consistency Commu-
nications Board.

Subtitle D—Safety Workforce

Sec. 231. Safety workforce training strategy.

Sec. 232. Workforce review.

Subtitle E—International Aviation

Sec. 241. Promotion of United States aero-
space standards, products, and
services abroad.

Sec. 242. Bilateral exchanges of safety over-
sight responsibilities.

Sec. 243. FAA leadership abroad.

Sec. 244. Registration, certification, and re-
lated fees.

TITLE III—SAFETY
Subtitle A—General Provisions

Sec. 301. Definitions.

Sec. 302. FAA technical training.

Sec. 303. Safety critical staffing.

Sec. 304. International efforts regarding
tracking of civil aircraft.

Sec. 305. Aircraft data access and retrieval
systems.

Sec. 306. Advanced cockpit displays.

Sec. 307. Emergency medical equipment on
passenger aircraft.

Sec. 308. FAA and NTSB review of general
aviation safety.

Sec. 309. Call to action airline engine safety
review.

Sec. 310. Sense of Congress on access to air
carrier flight decks.

Sec. 311. Part 135 accident and incident data.

Sec. 312. Sense of Congress; pilot in com-
mand authority.

Sec. 313. Report on conspicuity needs for
surface vehicles operating on
the airside of air carrier served
airports.

Sec. 314. Helicopter air ambulance oper-
ations data and reports.

Sec. 315. Aviation rulemaking committee
for part 135 pilot rest and duty
rules.

Sec. 316. Report on obsolete test equipment.

Sec. 317. Helicopter fuel system safety.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

318

319.
320.

321.

322.
323.
324.

325.
326.
327.
328.

329.
330.

331.
332.
333.

334.
335.

336.
337.

338.
339.
339A. National

. Applicability of medical certifi-
cation standards to operators of
air balloons.

Designated pilot examiner reforms.

Voluntary reports of operational or
maintenance issues related to
aviation safety.

Evaluation regarding additional
ground based transmitters.

Improved safety in rural areas.

Exit rows.

Comptroller General report on FAA
enforcement policy.

Annual safety incident report.

Aircraft air quality.

Approach control radar.

Report on airline and passenger
safety.

Performance-based standards.
Report and recommendations on
certain aviation safety risks.
Review of FAA’s Aviation Safety
Information Analysis and Shar-

ing System.

Airport rescue and firefighting.

Safe air transportation of lithium
cells and batteries.

Runway safety.

Flight attendant duty period limi-
tations and rest requirements.

Secondary cockpit barriers.

Aircraft cabin evacuation proce-
dures.

Sense of Congress.

Civil penalties for interference.

in-flight sexual

conduct task force.

mis-

339B. Reporting process for sexual mis-

conduct onboard aircraft.

Subtitle B—Unmanned Aircraft Systems
Sec. 341. Definitions; Integration of civil un-

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

342.
343.
344.
345.

346.
3417.

348.

349.

350.

351.
352.

353.
354.

355.

356.

357.
358.
359.
360.
361.
362.

363.
364.

manned aircraft systems into
national airspace system.

Update of FAA comprehensive plan.

Unmanned aircraft test ranges.

Small unmanned aircraft in the
Arctic.

Small unmanned aircraft safety
standards.

Public unmanned aircraft systems.

Special authority for certain un-
manned aircraft systems.

Carriage of property by small un-
manned aircraft systems for
compensation or hire.

Exception for limited recreational
operations of unmanned air-
craft.

Use of unmanned aircraft systems
at institutions of higher edu-
cation.

Unmanned aircraft systems inte-
gration pilot program.

Part 107 transparency and tech-
nology improvements.

Emergency exemption process.

Treatment of unmanned aircraft
operating underground.

Public UAS operations by Tribal
governments.

Authorization of appropriations for
Know Before You Fly cam-
paign.

Unmanned aircraft systems privacy
policy.

UAS privacy review.

Study on fire department and
emergency service agency use
of unmanned aircraft systems.

Study on financing of unmanned
aircraft services.

Report on UAS and chemical aerial
application.

Sense of Congress regarding un-
manned aircraft safety.

Prohibition regarding weapons.

U.S. Counter-UAS system review of
interagency coordination proc-
esses.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

365.
366.

367.

368.

369.
370.

371.
372.
373.
374.
3175.

376.

311.

378.
379.

380.
381.

382.
383.

384.
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Cooperation related to certain
counter-UAS technology.

Strategy for responding to public
safety threats and enforcement
utility of unmanned aircraft
systems.

Incorporation of Federal Aviation
Administration occupations re-
lating to unmanned aircraft
into veterans employment pro-
grams of the administration.

Public UAS access to special use
airspace.

Applications for designation.

Sense of Congress on additional
rulemaking authority.

Assessment of aircraft registration
for small unmanned aircraft.

Enforcement.

Federal and local authorities.

Spectrum.

Federal Trade Commission author-
ity.

Plan for full operational capability
of unmanned aircraft systems
traffic management.

Early implementation of certain
UTM services.

Sense of Congress.

Commercial and governmental op-
erators.

Transition language.

Unmanned aircraft systems in re-
stricted buildings or grounds.

Prohibition.

Airport safety and airspace hazard
mitigation and enforcement.
Unsafe operation of unmanned air-

craft.

Subtitle C—General Aviation Safety

391.
392.
393.

394.

395.
396.

Short title.

Expansion of Pilot’s Bill of Rights.

Notification of reexamination of
certificate holders.

Expediting updates to NOTAM Pro-
gram.

Accessibility of certain flight data.

Authority for legal counsel to issue
certain notices.

TITLE IV—AIR SERVICE IMPROVEMENTS

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

401.
402.

403.
404.

405.
406.

407.

408.
409.
410.
411.

412.
413.

414.
415.
416.

417.
418.

419.

Subtitle A—Airline Customer Service

Improvements

Definitions.

Reliable air service in American
Samoa.

Cell phone voice communication
ban.

Improved notification of insecti-
cide use.

Consumer complaints hotline.

Consumer information on actual
flight times.

Training policies regarding racial,
ethnic, and religious non-
discrimination.

Training on human trafficking for
certain staff.

Prohibitions against smoking on
passenger flights.

Report on baggage reporting re-
quirements.

Enforcement of aviation consumer
protection rules.

Strollers.

Causes of airline delays or can-
cellations.

Involuntary changes to itineraries.

Extension of Advisory Committee
for Aviation Consumer Protec-
tion.

Online access to aviation consumer
protection information.

Protection of pets on airplanes.

Advisory committee on air ambu-
lance and patient billing.

Air ambulance complaints to the
Department of Transportation.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

420.

421.

422.
423.
424.
425.
426.
421.

428.
429.

Report to Congress on air ambu-
lance oversight.

Refunds for other fees that are not
honored by a covered air car-

rier.

Advance boarding during preg-
nancy .

Consumer complaint process im-
provement.

Aviation consumer advocate.

TICKETS Act.

Report on availability of lavatories
on commercial aircraft.

Consumer protection requirements
relating to large ticket agents.

Widespread disruptions.

Passenger rights.

Subtitle B—Aviation Consumers With

431.

432.

433.

434.

435.

436.

437.

438.

439.

440.

441.

Disabilities
Aviation consumers with disabil-
ities study.
Study on in-cabin wheelchair re-
straint systems.
Improving wheelchair assistance
for individuals with disabilities

Airline Passengers with Disabil-
ities Bill of Rights.

Sense of Congress regarding equal
access for individuals with dis-
abilities.

Civil penalties relating to harm to
passengers with disabilities.
Harmonization of service animal

standards.

Review of practices for ticketing,
pre-flight seat assignments, and
stowing of assistive devices for
passengers with disabilities.

Advisory committee on the air
travel needs of passengers with
disabilities.

Regulations ensuring assistance for
passengers with disabilities in
air transportation.

Transparency for disabled pas-
sengers.

Subtitle C—Small Community Air Service

Sec
Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

. 451.
. 452.

453.

454.

455.

456.
457.

458.

501.
502.

Essential air service authorization.

Study on essential air service re-
form.

Air transportation to noneligible
places.

Inspector general review of service
and oversight of unsubsidized
carriers.

Small community air service.

Waivers.

Extension of final order estab-
lishing mileage adjustment eli-

gibility.

Reduction in subsidy-per-pas-
senger.

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS

Definitions.

Report on air traffic control mod-
ernization.

Return on investment report.

503.
504.

505.
506.
507.
508.
509.

510.
511.
512.
513.

514.
515.

516.

Air traffic control operational con-
tingency plans.

2020 ADS-B Out mandate plan.

Securing aircraft avionics systems.

Human factors.

Programmatic risk management.

Review of FAA strategic cybersecu-
rity plan.

Consolidation and realignment of
FAA services and facilities.

FAA review and reform.

Air shows.

Part 91 review, reform, and stream-
lining.

Aircraft leasing.

Pilots sharing flight expenses with
passengers.

Terminal Aerodrome Forecast.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

518.
519.
520.
521.
522.
523.
524.
525.

526.
527.

528.

529.
530.

531.

532.
533.
534.
535.
536.

537.
538.

539.
540.
541.
542,
543.
544.

545.
546.

5417.
548.

549.
550.

551.
552.
553.
554.

555.

556.
557.

558.

559.

560.

561.

Public aircraft eligible for logging
flight times.

Aircraft Registry Office.

FAA data transparency.

Intra-agency coordination.

Administrative Services Franchise
Fund.

Automatic dependent surveillance-
broadcast.

Contract weather observers.

Regions and centers.

Geosynthetic materials.

National Airmail Museum.

Status of agreement between FAA
and Little Rock Port Author-
ity.

Briefing on aircraft diversions from
Los Angeles International Air-
port to Hawthorne Municipal
Airport.

TFR report.

Air traffic services at aviation
events.

Application of veterans’ preference
to Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration personnel management
system.

Clarification of requirements for
living history flights.

Review and reform of FAA perform-
ance management system.

NextGen delivery study.

Study on allergic reactions.

Oxygen mask design study.

Air cargo study.

Sense of Congress on preventing
the transportation of disease-
carrying mosquitoes and other
insects on commercial aircraft.

Technical corrections.

Report on illegal charter flights.

Use of NASA’s super guppy aircraft
for commercial transport.

Prohibited airspace assessment.

Report on multiagency use of air-
space and environmental re-
view.

Agency procurement reporting re-
quirements.

FAA organizational reform.

FAA Civil Aviation Registry up-
grade.

Enhanced air traffic services.

Sense of Congress on artificial in-
telligence in aviation.

Study on cybersecurity workforce
of FAA.

Treatment of multiyear lessees of
large and turbine-powered mul-
tiengine aircraft.

Employee Assault Prevention and
Response Plans.

Study on training of customer-fac-
ing air carrier employees.

Automated weather observing sys-
tems policy.

Prioritizing and supporting the
Human Intervention Motiva-
tion Study (HIMS) program and
the Flight Attendant Drug and
Alcohol Program (FADAP).

Cost-effectiveness analysis
equipment rental.

Aircraft registration.

Requirement to consult with stake-
holders in defining scope and
requirements for future flight
service program.

Federal Aviation Administration
performance measures and tar-
gets.

Report on plans for air traffic con-
trol facilities in the New York
City and Newark region.

Work plan for the New York/New
Jersey/Philadelphia Metropoli-
tan Area Airspace Project.

Annual report on inclusion of dis-
abled veteran leave in per-
sonnel management system.

of
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517.

Sec
Sec

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec
Sec

Sec

Sec

. 562.
. 563.

564.
565.
566.
561.

568.

569.
570.
571.
572.
573.

574.
575.

576.
571.

578.
519.
580.
581.
582.
583.
584.
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Enhanced surveillance capability.

Access of air carriers to informa-
tion about applicants to be pi-
lots from national driver reg-
ister.

Regulatory reform.

Aviation fuel.

Right to privacy when using air
traffic control system.

Federal Aviation Administration
workforce review.

Review of approval process for use
of large air tankers and very
large air tankers for wildland
firefighting.

FAA technical workforce.

Study on airport credit assistance.

Spectrum availability.

Special review relating to air space
changes.

Reimbursement for
inspections.

FAA employees in Guam.

GAO study on airline computer
network disruptions.

Tower marking.

Minimum dimensions for passenger

immigration

seats.
Judicial review for proposed alter-
native environmental review

and approval procedures.

Regulatory streamlining.

Spaceports.

Special rule for certain aircraft op-
erations (space support vehi-
cles).

Portability of repairman certifi-
cates.

Undeclared hazardous materials
public awareness campaign.
Liability protection for volunteer
pilots who fly for the public

benefit.

TITLE VI—AVIATION WORKFORCE
Subtitle A—Youth in Aviation

. 601.
. 602.

Student outreach report.
Youth Access to American Jobs in
Aviation Task Force.

Subtitle B—Women in Aviation

. 611.

. 612.

Sense of Congress regarding women
in aviation.

Supporting women’s involvement
in the aviation field.

Subtitle C—Future of Aviation Workforce

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

621.
622.
623.
624.

625.

Aviation and aerospace workforce
of the future.

Aviation and aerospace workforce
of the future study.

Sense of Congress on hiring vet-

erans.

Aviation maintenance industry
technical workforce.

Aviation workforce development

programs.

Subtitle D—Unmanned Aircraft Systems

Workforce

Sec. 631. Community and technical college

centers of excellence in small
unmanned aircraft system tech-
nology training.

Sec. 632. Collegiate training initiative pro-

gram for unmanned aircraft
systems.

TITLE VII—FLIGHT R&D ACT
Subtitle A—General Provisions

Sec. 701. Short title.
Sec. 702. Definitions.
Sec. 703. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—FAA Research and Development

Organization

Sec. T11. Assistant Administrator for Re-

search and Development.

Sec. T12. Research advisory committee.
Subtitle C—Unmanned Aircraft Systems

Sec. 721. Unmanned aircraft

systems re-
search and development road-
map.
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Subtitle D—Cybersecurity and Responses to
Other Threats

Sec. 731. Cyber Testbed.
Sec. 732. Study on the effect of extreme
weather on air travel.

Subtitle E—FAA Research and Development
Activities
Sec. T41. Research plan for the certification
of new technologies into the na-
tional airspace system.

T42. Technology review.

743. CLEEN aircraft and engine tech-

nology partnership.

744. Research and deployment of cer-
tain airfield pavement tech-
nologies.

Subtitle F—Geospatial Data

Short title; findings.

Definitions.

Federal Geographic
mittee.

National Geospatial Advisory Com-
mittee.

National Spatial Data Infrastruc-
ture.

National Geospatial Data Asset
data themes.

Geospatial data standards.

758. GeoPlatform.

759. Covered agency responsibilities.

T59A. Limitation on use of Federal

funds.

759B. Savings provision.

759C. Private sector.

Subtitle G—Miscellaneous

761. NextGen research.

762. Advanced Materials Center of Ex-

cellence.

TITLE VIII—AVIATION REVENUE
PROVISIONS

801. Expenditure authority from Air-
port and Airway Trust Fund.
802. Extension of taxes funding Airport
and Airway Trust Fund.
DIVISION C—NATIONAL TRANSPOR-
TATION SAFETY BOARD REAUTHOR-
IZATION ACT OF 2018

Sec. 1101. Short title.

Sec. 1102. Definitions.

Sec. 1103. Authorization of appropriations.

Sec. 1104. Still images.

Sec. 1105. Electronic records.

Sec. 1106. Report on Most Wanted List meth-
odology.

Methodology.

Multimodal accident
management system.

Addressing the needs of families of
individuals involved in acci-
dents.

Government Accountability Office
report on investigation launch
decision-making processes.

Periodic review of safety rec-
ommendations.

General organization.

Technical and conforming amend-
ments.

DIVISION D—DISASTER RECOVERY
REFORM

Short title.

Applicability.

Definitions.

Wildfire prevention.

Additional activities.

Eligibility for code implementa-
tion and enforcement.

Program improvements.

Prioritization of facilities.

Guidance on evacuation routes.

Duplication of benefits.

State administration of assistance
for direct temporary housing
and permanent housing con-
struction.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

751.
752.
753.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. Data Com-

Sec. 754.

Sec. 755.

Sec. 756.

Sec. 757.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1107.
1108.

Sec.
Sec. database

Sec. 1109.

Sec. 1110.

Sec. 1111.

1112.
1113.

Sec.
Sec.

1201.
1202.
1203.
1204.
1205.
1206.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1207.
1208.
1209.
1210.
1211.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

1218.

1214.
1215.
1216.
1217.
1218.

1219.
1220.

1221.
1222.
1223.

1224.

1225.
1226.

1227.
1228.
1229.
1230.
1231.

1232.
1233.

1234.
1235.
1236.

1237.
1238.

1239.
1240.
1241.
1242.
1243.

1244.
1245.
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Sec. 1212.

Assistance to individuals and
households.

Multifamily lease and repair as-
sistance.

Private nonprofit facility.

Management costs.

Flexibility.

Additional disaster assistance.

National veterinary emergency
teams.

Right of arbitration.

Unified Federal environmental

and historic preservation re-
view.

Closeout incentives.

Performance of services.

Study to streamline and consoli-
date information collection.

Agency accountability.

Audit of contracts.

Inspector general audit of FEMA
contracts for tarps and plastic
sheeting.

Relief organizations.

Guidance on inundated and sub-
merged roads.

Extension of assistance.

Guidance and recommendations.

Guidance on hazard mitigation as-
sistance.

Local impact.

Additional hazard mitigation ac-
tivities.

National public infrastructure
predisaster hazard mitigation.

Additional mitigation activities.

Guidance and training by FEMA
on coordination of emergency
response plans.

Certain recoupment prohibited.

Federal assistance to individuals
and households and nonprofit
facilities.

Cost of assistance estimates.

Report on insurance shortfalls.

Post disaster building safety as-
sessment.

FEMA updates on national pre-
paredness assessment.

FEMA report on duplication in
non-natural disaster prepared-
ness grant programs.

Study and report.

Review of assistance for damaged
underground water infrastruc-
ture.

Sec. 1246. Extension.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

1311.
1312.
1313.
1314.
1315.

1316.

1317.

1318.

DIVISION E—CONCRETE MASONRY

1301.
1302.
13083.
1304.
1305.
1306.
1307.
1308.
1309.
1310.

Short title.

Declaration of policy.

Definitions.

Issuance of orders.

Required terms in orders.

Assessments.

Referenda.

Petition and review.

Enforcement.

Investigation and power to sub-
poena.

Suspension or termination.

Amendments to orders.

Effect on other laws.

Regulations.

Limitation on expenditures for ad-
ministrative expenses.

Limitations on obligation of
funds.
Study and report by the Govern-

ment Accountability Office.
Study and report by the Depart-
ment of Commerce.

DIVISION F—BUILD ACT OF 2018

1401.
1402.

Short title.
Definitions.

TITLE I—ESTABLISHMENT

1411.

Statement of policy.
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United States International Devel-
opment Finance Corporation.

Management of Corporation.

Inspector General of the Corpora-
tion.

Independent accountability mech-
anism.

TITLE II—AUTHORITIES

1421. Authorities relating to provision
of support.

Sec. 1422. Terms and conditions.

Sec. 1423. Payment of losses.

Sec. 1424. Termination.

TITLE III—ADMINISTRATIVE AND
GENERAL PROVISIONS
Operations.

Corporate powers.

Maximum contingent liability.

Corporate funds.

Coordination with other develop-
ment agencies.

TITLE IV—MONITORING, EVALUATION,
AND REPORTING

Sec. 1441. Establishment of risk and audit
committees.

Performance measures,
tion, and learning.

Annual report.

Publicly available project infor-
mation.

Engagement with investors.

Notifications to be provided by the
Corporation.

TITLE V—CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS,

AND PROHIBITIONS

Sec. 1451. Limitations and preferences.

Sec. 1452. Additionality and avoidance of
market distortion.

Sec. 1453. Prohibition on support in coun-
tries that support terrorism or
violate human rights and with
sanctioned persons.

Sec. 1454. Applicability of certain provisions
of law.

TITLE VI—TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS

Sec. 1461. Definitions.

Sec. 1462. Reorganization plan.

Sec. 1463. Transfer of functions.

Sec. 1464. Termination of Overseas Private
Investment Corporation and
other superceded authorities.

Transitional authorities.

Savings provisions.

Other terminations.

Incidental transfers.

Sec. 1469. Reference.

Sec. 1470. Conforming amendments.
DIVISION G—SYRIA STUDY GROUP

Sec. 1501. Syria Study Group.

DIVISION H—PREVENTING EMERGING
THREATS

Sec. 1601. Short title.

Sec. 1602. Protection of certain facilities and

assets from unmanned aircraft.

Sec. 1603. Protecting against unmanned air-

craft.

DIVISION I—SUPPLEMENTAL APPRO-

PRIATIONS FOR DISASTER RELIEF, 2018

Sec. 1701. Budgetary effects.
DIVISION J—MARITIME SECURITY

Sec. 1801. Short title.

Sec. 1802. Definitions.

Sec. 1803. Coordination with TSA on mari-
time facilities.

Strategic plan to enhance the se-
curity of the international sup-
ply chain.

Cybersecurity information sharing
and coordination in ports.

Facility inspection intervals.

Updates of maritime operations
coordination plan .

Evaluation of Coast Guard
deployable specialized forces.

Sec. 1412.

1413.
1414.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1415.

Sec.

1431.
1432.
1433.
1434.
1435.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1442. evalua-
1443.

1444.

Sec.
Sec.

1445.
1446.

Sec.
Sec.

1465.
1466.
1467.
1468.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1804.

Sec. 1805.

1806.
1807.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1808.
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Sec. 1809. Repeal of interagency operational
centers for port security and se-
cure systems of transportation.

Sec. 1810. Duplication of efforts in the mari-

time domain.

Maritime security capabilities as-

sessments.

Container Security Initiative.

Maritime border security review.

Maritime border security coopera-

tion.

Transportation worker identifica-

tion credential appeals process.

Technical and conforming amend-

ments.

DIVISION K—TRANSPORTATION

SECURITY

TITLE I—-TRANSPORTATION SECURITY

Sec. 1901. Short title; references.

Sec. 1902. Definitions.

Subtitle A—Organization and Authorizations

Sec. 1903. Authorization of appropriations.

Sec. 1904. Administrator of the Transpor-
tation Security Administra-
tion; 5-year term.

Sec. 1811.
1812.
1813.
1814.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1815.

Sec. 1816.

Sec. 1905. Transportation Security Adminis-
tration organization.

Sec. 1906. Transportation Security Adminis-
tration efficiency.

Sec. 1907. Personnel management system re-
view.

Sec. 1908. TSA leap pay reform.

Sec. 1909. Rank awards program for trans-
portation security administra-
tion executives and senior pro-
fessionals.

Sec. 1910. Transmittals to Congress.

Subtitle B—Security Technology

Sec. 1911. Third party testing and
verification of screening tech-
nology.

Sec. 1912. Transportation security adminis-
tration systems integration fa-
cility.

Sec. 1913. Opportunities to pursue expanded
networks for business.

Sec. 1914. Reciprocal recognition of security
standards.

Sec. 1915. Transportation Security Labora-
tory.

Sec. 1916. Innovation Task Force.

Sec. 1917. 5-Year technology investment
plan update.

Sec. 1918. Maintenance of security-related
technology.

Sec. 1919. Biometrics expansion.

Sec. 1920. Pilot program for automated exit
lane technology.

Sec. 1921. Authorization of appropriations;
exit lane security.

Sec. 1922. Real-time security checkpoint
wait times.

Sec. 1923. GAO report on deployment of
screening technologies across
airports.

Sec. 1924. Screening technology review and
performance objectives.

Sec. 1925. Computed tomography pilot pro-
grams.

Subtitle C—Public Area Security

Sec. 1926. Definitions.

Sec. 1927. Explosives detection canine capac-
ity building.

Sec. 1928. Third party domestic canines.

Sec. 1929. Tracking and monitoring of ca-
nine training and testing.

Sec. 1930. VIPR team statistics.

Sec. 1931. Public area security working
group.

Sec. 1932. Public area best practices.

Sec. 1933. Airport worker access controls
cost and feasibility study.

Sec. 1934. Securing airport worker access
points.

Sec. 1935. Law Enforcement Officer Reim-

bursement Program.
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Sec. 1936. Airport perimeter and access con-
trol security.
Subtitle D—Passenger and Cargo Security

Sec. 1937. PreCheck Program.

Sec. 1938. PreCheck expedited screening.

Sec. 1939. Trusted traveler programs;
laboration.

Passenger security fee.

Third party canine teams for air
cargo security.

Known Shipper Program review.

Establishment of air cargo secu-
rity division.

Air cargo regulation review.

GAO review.

Screening partnership program
updates.

Screening
ments.

Transportation security training
programs.

Traveler redress improvement.

Improvements for screening of
passengers with disabilities.

Air cargo advance screening pro-
gram.

Sec. 1952. General aviation airports.

Subtitle E—Foreign Airport Security

Sec. 1953. Last point of departure airports;
security directives.

1954. Last point of departure airport as-
sessment.

1955. Tracking security screening
equipment from last point of
departure airports.

1956. International security standards.

1957. Aviation security in Cuba.

1958. Report on airports used by Mahan
Air.

Subtitle F—Cockpit and Cabin Security

Sec. 1959. Federal air marshal service up-
dates.

Crew member self-defense train-
ing.

Flight deck safety and security.

Carriage of weapons, explosives,
and incendiaries by individuals.

Federal flight deck officer pro-
gram improvements.

Subtitle G—Surface Transportation Security

Sec. 1964. Surface transportation security
assessment and implementation
of risk-based strategy.

col-

1940.
1941.

Sec.
Sec.

1942.
1943.

Sec.
Sec.

1944.
1945.
1946.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 1947.

performance assess-

Sec. 1948.

1949.
1950.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1951.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1960.

1961.
1962.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1963.

Sec. 1965. Risk-based budgeting and resource
allocation.

Sec. 1966. Surface transportation security
management and interagency
coordination review.

Sec. 1967. Transparency.

Sec. 1968. TSA counterterrorism asset de-
ployment.

Sec. 1969. Surface Transportation Security
Advisory Committee.

Sec. 1970. Review of the explosives detection
canine team program.

Sec. 1971. Expansion of national explosives
detection canine team program.

Sec. 1972. Study on security standards and
best practices for passenger
transportation systems.

Sec. 1973. Amtrak security upgrades.

Sec. 1974. Passenger rail vetting.

Sec. 1975. Study on surface transportation
inspectors.

Sec. 1976. Security awareness program.

Sec. 1977. Voluntary use of credentialing.

Sec. 1978. Background records checks for
issuance of hazmat licenses.

Sec. 1979. Cargo container scanning tech-
nology review.

Sec. 1980. Pipeline security study.

Sec. 1981. Feasibility assessment.

Sec. 1982. Best practices to secure against
vehicle-based attacks.

Sec. 1983. Surface transportation stake-

holder survey.
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Sec. 1984. Nuclear material and explosive de-
tection technology.
Subtitle H—Transportation Security
1985. National strategy for transpor-
tation security review.
Risk scenarios.
Integrated and unified operations
centers.
National Deployment Force.
Information sharing and cyberse-
curity.
Security technologies tied to for-
eign threat countries.
Subtitle I—Conforming and Miscellaneous
Amendments
1991. Title 49 amendments.
1992. Table of contents of chapter 449.
1993. Other laws; Intelligence Reform
and Terrorism Prevention Act
of 2004.
1994. Savings provisions.
DIVISION A—SPORTS MEDICINE
LICENSURE
SEC. 11. SHORT TITLE.

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Sports
Medicine Licensure Clarity Act of 2018".

SEC. 12. PROTECTIONS FOR COVERED SPORTS
MEDICINE PROFESSIONALS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a covered
sports medicine professional who has in ef-
fect medical professional liability insurance
coverage and provides in a secondary State
covered medical services that are within the
scope of practice of such professional in the
primary State to an athlete or an athletic
team (or a staff member of such an athlete
or athletic team) pursuant to an agreement
described in subsection (c)(4) with respect to
such athlete or athletic team—

(1) such medical professional liability in-
surance coverage shall cover (subject to any
related premium adjustments) such profes-
sional with respect to such covered medical
services provided by the professional in the
secondary State to such an individual or
team as if such services were provided by
such professional in the primary State to
such an individual or team; and

(2) to the extent such professional is li-
censed under the requirements of the pri-
mary State to provide such services to such
an individual or team, the professional shall
be treated as satisfying any licensure re-
quirements of the secondary State to provide
such services to such an individual or team
to the extent the licensure requirements of
the secondary State are substantially simi-
lar to the licensure requirements of the pri-
mary State.

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed—

(1) to allow a covered sports medicine pro-
fessional to provide medical services in the
secondary State that exceed the scope of
that professional’s license in the primary
State;

(2) to allow a covered sports medicine pro-
fessional to provide medical services in the
secondary State that exceed the scope of a
substantially similar sports medicine profes-
sional license in the secondary State;

(3) to supersede any reciprocity agreement
in effect between the two States regarding
such services or such professionals;

(4) to supersede any interstate compact
agreement entered into by the two States re-
garding such services or such professionals;
or

(5) to supersede a licensure exemption the
secondary State provides for sports medicine
professionals licensed in the primary State.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this division, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

(1) ATHLETE.—The term ‘‘athlete’” means—

(A) an individual participating in a sport-
ing event or activity for which the individual
may be paid;

Sec.
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(B) an individual participating in a sport-
ing event or activity sponsored or sanctioned
by a national governing body; or

(C) an individual for whom a high school or
institution of higher education provides a
covered sports medicine professional.

(2) ATHLETIC TEAM.—The term ‘‘athletic
team’ means a sports team—

(A) composed of individuals who are paid
to participate on the team;

(B) composed of individuals who are par-
ticipating in a sporting event or activity
sponsored or sanctioned by a national gov-
erning body; or

(C) for which a high school or an institu-
tion of higher education provides a covered
sports medicine professional.

(3) COVERED MEDICAL SERVICES.—The term
‘“‘covered medical services’’ means general
medical care, emergency medical care, ath-
letic training, or physical therapy services.
Such term does not include care provided by
a covered sports medicine professional—

(A) at a health care facility; or

(B) while a health care provider licensed to
practice in the secondary State is trans-
porting the injured individual to a health
care facility.

(4) COVERED SPORTS MEDICINE PROFES-
SIONAL.—The term ‘‘covered sports medicine
professional’’> means a physician, athletic
trainer, or other health care professional
who—

(A) is licensed to practice in the primary
State;

(B) provides covered medical services, pur-
suant to a written agreement with an ath-
lete, an athletic team, a national governing
body, a high school, or an institution of
higher education; and

(C) prior to providing the covered medical
services described in subparagraph (B), has
disclosed the nature and extent of such serv-
ices to the entity that provides the profes-
sional with liability insurance in the pri-
mary State.

(6) HEALTH CARE FACILITY.—The term
“‘health care facility” means a facility in
which medical care, diagnosis, or treatment
is provided on an inpatient or outpatient
basis. Such term does not include facilities
at an arena, stadium, or practice facility, or
temporary facilities existing for events
where athletes or athletic teams may com-
pete.

(6) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The
term ‘‘institution of higher education’ has
the meaning given such term in section 101
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1001).

(7) LICENSE.—The term ‘‘license’ or ‘‘licen-
sure’’, as applied with respect to a covered
sports medicine professional, means a profes-
sional that has met the requirements and is
approved to provide covered medical services
in accordance with State laws and regula-
tions in the primary State. Such term may
include the registration or certification, or
any other form of special recognition, of an
individual as such a professional, as applica-
ble.

(8) NATIONAL GOVERNING BODY.—The term
“national governing body’ has the meaning
given such term in section 220501 of title 36,
United States Code.

(9) PRIMARY STATE.—The term ‘‘primary
State’” means, with respect to a covered
sports medicine professional, the State in
which—

(A) the covered sports medicine profes-
sional is licensed to practice; and

(B) the majority of the covered sports med-
icine professional’s practice is underwritten
for medical professional liability insurance
coverage.

(10) SECONDARY STATE.—The term ‘‘sec-
ondary State’” means, with respect to a cov-
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ered sports medicine professional, any State
that is not the primary State.

(11) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’ means each
of the several States, the District of Colum-
bia, and each commonwealth, territory, or
possession of the United States.

(12) SUBSTANTIALLY SIMILAR.—The term
‘“‘substantially similar’’, with respect to the
licensure by primary and secondary States of
a sports medicine professional, means that
both the primary and secondary States have
in place a form of licensure for such profes-
sionals that permits such professionals to
provide covered medical services.

DIVISION B—FAA REAUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2018
SEC. 101. DEFINITION OF APPROPRIATE COMMIT-
TEES OF CONGRESS.

In this division, the term ‘‘appropriate
committees of Congress’” means the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate and the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives.

TITLE I—AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Funding of FAA Programs
SEC. 111. AIRPORT PLANNING AND DEVELOP-
MENT AND NOISE COMPATIBILITY

PLANNING AND PROGRAMS.

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 48103(a) of
title 49, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘‘section 47504(c)”’ and all that fol-
lows through the period at the end and in-
serting the following: ‘‘section 47504(c)—

€“(1) $3,350,000,000 for fiscal year 2018;

““(2) $3,350,000,000 for fiscal year 2019;

“(3) $3,350,000,000 for fiscal year 2020;

““(4) $3,350,000,000 for fiscal year 2021;

““(5) $3,350,000,000 for fiscal year 2022; and

“(6) $3,350,000,000 for fiscal year 2023."”".

(b) OBLIGATION AUTHORITY.—Section
47104(c) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended in the matter preceding paragraph
(1) by striking ‘“2018,” and inserting ¢2023,”.
SEC. 112. FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FROM AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND.—
Section 48101(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by striking paragraphs (1)
through (b) and inserting the following:

(1) $3,330,000,000 for fiscal year 2018.

€4(2) $3,398,000,000 for fiscal year 2019.

€4(3) $3,469,000,000 for fiscal year 2020.

““(4) $3,547,000,000 for fiscal year 2021.

() $3,624,000,000 for fiscal year 2022.

€“(6) $3,701,000,000 for fiscal year 2023.”".

(b) AUTHORIZED EXPENDITURES.—Section
48101(c) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in the subsection heading by striking
‘““Automated Surface Observation System/
Automated Weather Observing System Up-
grade’” and inserting ‘‘Authorized Expendi-
tures’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘may be used for the imple-
mentation” and all that follows through the
period at the end and inserting the following:
“‘may be used for the following:

‘(1) The implementation and use of up-
grades to the current automated surface ob-
servation system/automated weather observ-
ing system, if the upgrade is successfully
demonstrated.

‘(2) The acquisition and construction of re-
mote towers (as defined in section 161 of the
FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018).

‘“(3) The remediation and elimination of
identified cybersecurity wvulnerabilities in
the air traffic control system.

‘“(4) The construction of facilities dedi-
cated to improving the cybersecurity of the
National Airspace System.

‘“(5) Systems associated with the Data
Communications program.

‘“(6) The infrastructure, sustainment, and
the elimination of the deferred maintenance
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backlog of air navigation facilities and other
facilities for which the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration is responsible.

“(T) The modernization and digitization of
the Civil Aviation Registry.

‘(8) The construction of necessary Priority
1 National Airspace System facilities.

‘(9) Cost-beneficial construction, rehabili-
tation, or retrofitting programs designed to
reduce Federal Aviation Administration fa-
cility operating costs.”.

SEC. 113. FAA OPERATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106(k)(1) of title
49, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing subparagraphs (A) through (F) and in-
serting the following:

““(A) $10,247,000,000 for fiscal year 2018;

“(B) $10,486,000,000 for fiscal year 2019;

“(C) $10,732,000,000 for fiscal year 2020;

‘(D) $11,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2021;

“(E) $11,269,000,000 for fiscal year 2022; and

“(F) $11,537,000,000 for fiscal year 2023.”.

(b) AUTHORIZED EXPENDITURES.—Section
106(k)(2) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘(D) Not more than the following amounts
for commercial space transportation activi-
ties:

‘(1) $22,587,000 for fiscal year 2018.

‘4(ii) $33,038,000 for fiscal year 2019.

‘4(iii) $43,500,000 for fiscal year 2020.

“(iv) $54,970,000 for fiscal year 2021.

““(v) $64,449,000 for fiscal year 2022.

““(vi) $75,938,000 for fiscal year 2023.”".

(c) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER FUNDS.—Sec-
tion 106(k)(3) of title 49, United States Code,
is amended by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2012
through 2018, and inserting ‘‘fiscal years
2018 through 2023,”’.

SEC. 114. WEATHER REPORTING PROGRAMS.

Section 48105 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘““To reimburse the’’ and all
that follows through ‘‘the Secretary of
Transportation” and inserting ‘“‘To sustain
the aviation weather reporting programs of
the Federal Aviation Administration, the
Secretary of Transportation’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(4) $39,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2019
through 2023.”.

SEC. 115. ADJUSTMENT TO AIP PROGRAM FUND-
ING.

Section 48112 of title 49, United States
Code, and the item relating to such section
in the analysis for chapter 481 of such title,
are repealed.

SEC. 116. FUNDING FOR AVIATION PROGRAMS.

Section 48114(a)(1)(A)(ii) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘in fis-
cal year 2014 and each fiscal year thereafter”
and inserting ‘‘in fiscal years 2014 through
2018”.

SEC. 117. EXTENSION
TIES.

(a) MARSHALL ISLANDS, MICRONESIA, AND
PALAU.—Section 47115 of title 49, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (i);

(2) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (i); and

(3) in subsection (i) (as so redesignated), by
striking ‘‘fiscal years 2012 through 2018’ and
inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2018 through 2023"".

(b) EXTENSION OF COMPATIBLE LAND USE
PLANNING AND PROJECTS BY STATE AND LOCAL
GOVERNMENTS.—Section 47141(f) of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by striking
“September 30, 2018 and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2023”.

(¢) MIDWAY ISLAND AIRPORT.—Section
186(d) of the Vision 100—Century of Aviation
Reauthorization Act (Public Law 108-176; 117
Stat. 2518) is amended by striking ‘‘for fiscal
years 2012 through 2018 and inserting ‘‘for
fiscal years 2018 through 2023°.

(d) EXTENSION OF PILOT PROGRAM FOR RE-
DEVELOPMENT OF AIRPORT PROPERTIES.—Sec-
tion 822(k) of the FAA Modernization and

OF EXPIRING AUTHORI-
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Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 47141 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2018
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2023"".
Subtitle B—Passenger Facility Charges
SEC. 121. PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE MOD-
ERNIZATION.

(a) PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGES; GENERAL
AUTHORITY.—Section 40117(b)(4) of title 49,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘¢, if the Secretary finds—"’
and inserting a period; and

(2) by striking subparagraphs (A) and (B).

(b) PILOT PROGRAM FOR PASSENGER FACIL-
ITY CHARGE AUTHORIZATIONS AT NONHUB AIR-
PORTS.—Section 40117(1) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘AT NONHUB
AIRPORTS”’;

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘nonhub’’;
and

(3) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘Not later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of
this subsection, the’’ and inserting ‘‘The’’.
SEC. 122. FUTURE AVIATION INFRASTRUCTURE

AND FINANCING STUDY.

(a) FUTURE AVIATION INFRASTRUCTURE AND
FINANCING STUDY.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Transportation shall enter into
an agreement with a qualified organization
to conduct a study assessing the infrastruc-
ture needs of airports and existing financial
resources for commercial service airports
and make recommendations on the actions
needed to upgrade the national aviation in-
frastructure system to meet the growing and
shifting demands of the 21st century.

(b) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the
study, the qualified organization shall con-
vene and consult with a panel of national ex-
perts, including representatives of—

(1) nonhub airports;

(2) small hub airports;

(3) medium hub airports;

(4) large hub airports;

(5) airports with international service;

(6) nonprimary airports;

(7) local elected officials;

(8) relevant labor organizations;

(9) passengers;

(10) air carriers;

(11) the tourism industry; and

(12) the business travel industry.

(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out the
study, the qualified organization shall con-
sider—

(1) the ability of airport infrastructure to
meet current and projected passenger vol-
umes;

(2) the available financial tools and re-
sources for airports of different sizes;

(3) the available financing tools and re-
sources for airports in rural areas;

(4) the current debt held by airports, and
its impact on future construction and capac-
ity needs;

(5) the impact of capacity constraints on
passengers and ticket prices;

(6) the purchasing power of the passenger
facility charge from the last increase in 2000
to the year of enactment of this Act;

(7) the impact to passengers and airports of
indexing the passenger facility charge for in-
flation;

(8) how long airports are constrained with
current passenger facility charge collections;

(9) the impact of passenger facility charges
on promoting competition;

(10) the additional resources or options to
fund terminal construction projects;

(11) the resources eligible for use toward
noise reduction and emission reduction
projects;

(12) the gap between the cost of projects el-
igible for the airport improvement program
and the annual Federal funding provided;
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(13) the impact of regulatory requirements
on airport infrastructure financing needs;

(14) airline competition;

(15) airline ancillary fees and their impact
on ticket pricing and taxable revenue; and

(16) the ability of airports to finance nec-
essary safety, security, capacity, and envi-
ronmental projects identified in capital im-
provement plans.

(d) LARGE HUB AIRPORTS.—The study shall,
to the extent not considered under sub-
section (c), separately evaluate the infra-
structure requirements of the large hub air-
ports identified in the National Plan of Inte-
grated Airport Systems (NPIAS). The eval-
uation shall—

(1) analyze the current and future capacity
constraints of large hub airports;

(2) quantify large hub airports’ infrastruc-
ture requirements, including terminal,
landside, and airside infrastructure;

(3) quantify the percentage growth in in-
frastructure requirements of the large hub
airports relative to other commercial service
airports;

(4) analyze how much funding from the air-
port improvement program (AIP) has gone to
meet the requirements of large hub airports
over the past 10 years; and

(5) project how much AIP funding would be
available to meet the requirements of large
hub airports in the next 5 years if funding
levels are held constant.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 15 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
qualified organization shall submit to the
Secretary and the appropriate committees of
Congress a report on the results of the study
described in subsection (a), including its
findings and recommendations related to
each item in subsections (c¢) and (d).

(f) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED ORGANIZA-
TION.—In this section, the term ‘‘qualified
organization” means an independent non-
profit organization that recommends solu-
tions to public policy challenges through ob-
jective analysis.

SEC. 123. INTERMODAL ACCESS PROJECTS.

Not later than 6 months after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Administrator of
the Federal Aviation Administration shall,
after consideration of all public comments,
publish in the Federal Register a final policy
amendment consistent with the notice pub-
lished in the Federal Register on May 3, 2016
(81 Fed. Reg. 26611).

Subtitle C—Airport Improvement Program

Modifications
SEC. 131. GRANT ASSURANCES.

Section 47107 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(17), by striking ‘‘each
contract’ and inserting ‘‘if any phase of such
project has received funds under this sub-
chapter, each contract’’;

(2) in subsection (r)(3), by striking ‘2018’
and inserting ‘‘2023’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(u) CONSTRUCTION OF RECREATIONAL AIR-
CRAFT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The construction of a
covered aircraft shall be treated as an aero-
nautical activity for purposes of—

“(A) determining an airport’s compliance
with a grant assurance made under this sec-
tion or any other provision of law; and

‘(B) the receipt of Federal financial assist-
ance for airport development.

‘“(2) COVERED AIRCRAFT DEFINED.—In this
subsection, the term ‘covered aircraft’ means
an aircraft—

‘“(A) used or intended to be used exclu-
sively for recreational purposes; and

‘(B) constructed or under construction by
a private individual at a general aviation
airport.

‘‘(v) COMMUNITY USE OF AIRPORT LAND.—
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‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a)(13), and subject to paragraph (2),
the sponsor of a public-use airport shall not
be considered to be in violation of this sub-
title, or to be found in violation of a grant
assurance made under this section, or under
any other provision of law, as a condition for
the receipt of Federal financial assistance
for airport development, solely because the
sponsor has entered into an agreement, in-
cluding a revised agreement, with a local
government providing for the use of airport
property for an interim compatible rec-
reational purpose at below fair market
value.

‘(2) RESTRICTIONS.—This subsection shall
apply only—

‘“(A) to an agreement regarding airport
property that was initially entered into be-
fore the publication of the Federal Aviation
Administration’s Policy and Procedures Con-
cerning the Use of Airport Revenue, dated
February 16, 1999;

‘(B) if the agreement between the sponsor
and the local government is subordinate to
any existing or future agreements between
the sponsor and the Secretary, including
agreements related to a grant assurance
under this section;

‘“(C) to airport property that was acquired
under a Federal airport development grant
program;

‘(D) if the airport sponsor has provided a
written statement to the Administrator that
the property made available for a rec-
reational purpose will not be needed for any
aeronautical purpose during the next 10
years;

‘“(E) if the agreement includes a term of
not more than 2 years to prepare the airport
property for the interim compatible rec-
reational purpose and not more than 10 years
of use for that purpose;

‘“(F) if the recreational purpose will not
impact the aeronautical use of the airport;

“(G) if the airport sponsor provides a cer-
tification that the sponsor is not responsible
for preparation, start-up, operations, main-
tenance, or any other costs associated with
the recreational purpose; and

‘““(H) if the recreational purpose is con-
sistent with Federal land use compatibility
criteria under section 47502.

‘“(3) STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this subsection may be construed as permit-
ting a diversion of airport revenue for the
capital or operating costs associated with
the community use of airport land.”.

SEC. 132. MOTHERS’ ROOMS.

(a) GRANT ASSURANCES.—Section 47107 of
title 49, United States Code, as amended by
this Act, is further amended by adding at the
end the following:

“(w) MOTHERS’ ROOMS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In fiscal year 2021 and
each fiscal year thereafter, the Secretary of
Transportation may approve an application
under this subchapter for an airport develop-
ment project grant only if the Secretary re-
ceives written assurances that the airport
owner or operator will maintain—

“(A) a lactation area in the sterile area of
each passenger terminal building of the air-
port; and

‘(B) a baby changing table in one men’s
and one women’s restroom in each passenger
terminal building of the airport.

““(2) APPLICABILITY.—

““(A) AIRPORT SIZE.—The requirement in
paragraph (1) shall only apply to applica-
tions submitted by the airport sponsor of a
medium or large hub airport.

‘(B) PREEXISTING FACILITIES.—On applica-
tion by an airport sponsor, the Secretary
may determine that a lactation area in ex-
istence on the date of enactment of this Act
complies with the requirement in paragraph
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(1), notwithstanding the absence of one of
the facilities or characteristics referred to in
the definition of the term ‘lactation area’ in
this subsection.

‘“(C) SPECIAL RULE.—The requirement in
paragraph (1) shall not apply with respect to
a project grant application for a period of
time, determined by the Secretary, if the
Secretary determines that construction or
maintenance activities make it impracti-
cable or unsafe for the lactation area to be
located in the sterile area of the building.

‘“(3) DEFINITION.—In this section,
term—

“(A) ‘lactation area’ means a room or simi-
lar accommodation that—

‘‘(i) provides a location for members of the
public to express breast milk that is shielded
from view and free from intrusion from the
public;

‘“(ii) has a door that can be locked;

‘“(iii) includes a place to sit, a table or
other flat surface, a sink or sanitizing equip-
ment, and an electrical outlet;

‘‘(iv) is readily accessible to and usable by
individuals with disabilities, including indi-
viduals who use wheelchairs; and

“(v) is not located in a restroom; and

‘“(B) ‘sterile area’ has the same meaning
given that term in section 1540.5 of title 49,
Code of Federal Regulations.”’.

(b) TERMINAL DEVELOPMENT COSTS.—Sec-
tion 47119(a) of title 49, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

“(3) LACTATION AREAS.—In addition to the
projects described in paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary may approve a project for terminal
development for the construction or installa-
tion of a lactation area (as defined in section
47107(w)) at a commercial service airport.”.
SEC. 133. CONTRACT TOWER PROGRAM.

(a) AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL CONTRACT PRO-
GRAM.—

(1) SPECIAL RULE.—Section 47124(b)(1)(B) of
title 49, United States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘under the program contin-
ued under this paragraph’ and inserting
“under the Contract Tower Program’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘exceeds the benefit for a
period of 18 months after such determination
is made’” and inserting the following: ‘‘ex-
ceeds the benefit—

‘(i) for the 1-year period after such deter-
mination is made; or

‘“(ii) if an appeal of such determination is
requested, for the 1-year period described in
subsection (d)(4)(D).”.

(2) EXEMPTION.—Section 47124(b)(3)(D) of
title 49, United States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘under the program’ and
inserting ‘‘under the Cost-share Program’’;
and

(B) by adding at the end the following:
“Airports with air service provided under
part 121 of title 14, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, and more than 25,000 passenger
enplanements in calendar year 2014 shall be
exempt from any cost-share requirement
under this paragraph.”.

(3) CONSTRUCTION OF AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL
TOWERS.—

(A) GRANTS.—Section 47124(b)(4)(A) of title
49, United States Code, is amended in each of
clauses (i)(III) and (ii)(III) by inserting ¢, in-
cluding remote air traffic control tower
equipment certified by the Federal Aviation
Administration’ after ‘‘1996’".

(B) ELIGIBILITY.—Section 47124(b)(4)(B)({)(I)
of title 49, United States Code, is amended by
striking ‘‘contract tower program estab-
lished under subsection (a) and continued
under paragraph (1) or the pilot program es-
tablished under paragraph (3)”’ and inserting
“Contract Tower Program or the Cost-share
Program”.

(C) LIMITATION ON FEDERAL SHARE.—Sec-
tion 47124(b)(4) of title 49, United States

the
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Code, is amended by striking subparagraph
(C).

(4) BENEFIT-TO-COST CALCULATION FOR PRO-
GRAM APPLICANTS.—Section 47124(b)(3) of
title 49, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘“(G) BENEFIT-TO-COST CALCULATION.—Not
later than 90 days after receiving an applica-
tion to the Contract Tower Program, the
Secretary shall calculate a benefit-to-cost
ratio (as described in subsection (d)) for the
applicable air traffic control tower for pur-
poses of selecting towers for participation in
the Contract Tower Program.”.

(b) CRITERIA TO EVALUATE PARTICIPANTS.—
Section 47124 of title 49, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

“(d) CRITERIA To
PANTS.—

‘(1) TIMING OF EVALUATIONS.—

““(A) TOWERS PARTICIPATING IN COST-SHARE
PROGRAM.—In the case of an air traffic con-
trol tower that is operated under the Cost-
share Program, the Secretary shall annually
calculate a benefit-to-cost ratio with respect
to the tower.

“(B) TOWERS PARTICIPATING IN CONTRACT
TOWER PROGRAM.—In the case of an air traffic
control tower that is operated under the
Contract Tower Program, the Secretary
shall not calculate a benefit-to-cost ratio
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section with respect to the tower unless the
Secretary determines that the annual air-
craft traffic at the airport where the tower is
located has decreased—

‘(1) by more than 25 percent from the pre-
vious year; or

‘“(ii) by more than 55 percent cumulatively
in the preceding 3-year period.

‘“(2) CoSTS TO BE CONSIDERED.—In estab-
lishing a benefit-to-cost ratio under this sec-
tion with respect to an air traffic control
tower, the Secretary shall consider only the
following costs:

‘“(A) The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s actual cost of wages and benefits of
personnel working at the tower.

‘B) The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s actual telecommunications costs di-
rectly associated with the tower.

‘(C) The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s costs of purchasing and installing any
air traffic control equipment that would not
have been purchased or installed except as a
result of the operation of the tower.

‘D) The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s actual travel costs associated with
maintaining air traffic control equipment
that is owned by the Administration and
would not be maintained except as a result
of the operation of the tower.

‘(E) Other actual costs of the Federal
Aviation Administration directly associated
with the tower that would not be incurred
except as a result of the operation of the
tower (excluding costs for mnoncontract
tower-related personnel and equipment, even
if the personnel or equipment is located in
the contract tower building).

‘“(3) OTHER CRITERIA TO BE CONSIDERED.—In
establishing a benefit-to-cost ratio under
this section with respect to an air traffic
control tower, the Secretary shall add a 10
percentage point margin of error to the ben-
efit-to-cost ratio determination to acknowl-
edge and account for the direct and indirect
economic and other benefits that are not in-
cluded in the criteria the Secretary used in
calculating that ratio.

‘(4) REVIEW OF COST-BENEFIT DETERMINA-
TIONS.—In issuing a benefit-to-cost ratio de-
termination under this section with respect
to an air traffic control tower located at an
airport, the Secretary shall implement the
following procedures:

EVALUATE PARTICI-
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‘“(A) The Secretary shall provide the air-
port (or the State or local government hav-
ing jurisdiction over the airport) at least 90
days following the date of receipt of the de-
termination to submit to the Secretary a re-
quest for an appeal of the determination, to-
gether with updated or additional data in
support of the appeal.

‘(B) Upon receipt of a request for an ap-
peal submitted pursuant to subparagraph
(A), the Secretary shall—

‘(i) transmit to the Administrator of the
Federal Aviation Administration any up-
dated or additional data submitted in sup-
port of the appeal; and

‘‘(ii) provide the Administrator not more
than 90 days to review the data and provide
a response to the Secretary based on the re-
view.

‘(C) After receiving a response from the
Administrator pursuant to subparagraph (B),
the Secretary shall—

‘(i) provide the airport, State, or local
government that requested the appeal at
least 30 days to review the response; and

‘“(ii) withhold from taking further action
in connection with the appeal during that 30-
day period.

‘(D) If, after completion of the appeal pro-
cedures with respect to the determination,
the Secretary requires the tower to transi-
tion into the Cost-share Program, the Sec-
retary shall not require a cost-share pay-
ment from the airport, State, or local gov-
ernment for 1 year following the last day of
the 30-day period described in subparagraph
©).

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) CONTRACT TOWER PROGRAM.—The term
‘Contract Tower Program’ means the level I
air traffic control tower contract program
established under subsection (a) and contin-
ued under subsection (b)(1).

‘(2) COST-SHARE PROGRAM.—The term
‘Cost-share Program’ means the cost-share
program  established under subsection
(0)(3).”".

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
47124(b) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘‘the
program established under paragraph (3)”
and inserting ‘‘the Cost-share Program’’;

(2) in paragraph (3)—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘CONTRACT
AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER PROGRAM” and
inserting ‘‘COST-SHARE PROGRAM’’;

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘con-
tract tower program established under sub-
section (a) and continued under paragraph (1)
(in this paragraph referred to as the ‘Con-
tract Tower Program’)’”’ and inserting ‘‘Con-
tract Tower Program’’;

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘“In
carrying out the program” and inserting ‘“‘In
carrying out the Cost-share Program’’;

(D) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘par-
ticipate in the program” and inserting ‘‘par-
ticipate in the Cost-share Program’’; and

(E) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘the
program continued under paragraph (1)’ and
inserting ‘‘the Contract Tower Program’.

(d) APPROVAL OF CERTAIN APPLICATIONS
FOR THE CONTRACT TOWER PROGRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Administrator of
the Federal Aviation Administration has not
implemented a revised cost-benefit method-
ology for purposes of determining eligibility
for the Contract Tower Program before the
date that is 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, any airport with an appli-
cation for participation in the Contract
Tower Program pending as of January 1,
2017, shall be approved for participation in
the Contract Tower Program if the Adminis-
trator determines the tower is eligible under
the criteria set forth in the Federal Aviation
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Administration report entitled ‘‘Establish-
ment and Discontinuance Criteria for Air-
port Traffic Control Towers’, and dated Au-
gust 1990 (FAA-APO-90-7).

(2) REQUESTS FOR ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.—
The Administrator shall respond not later
than 60 days after the date the Adminis-
trator receives a formal request from an air-
port and air traffic control contractor for ad-
ditional authority to expand contract tower
operational hours and staff to accommodate
flight traffic outside of current tower oper-
ational hours.

(3) DEFINITION OF CONTRACT TOWER PRO-
GRAM.—In this section, the term ‘‘Contract
Tower Program’ has the meaning given the
term in section 47124(e) of title 49, United
States Code, as added by this Act.

SEC. 134. GOVERNMENT SHARE OF PROJECT
COSTS.

Section 47109(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘primary
airport having at least .25 percent of the
total number of passenger boardings each
year at all commercial service airports;”” and
inserting ‘‘medium or large hub airport;”’;
and

(2) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting
the following:

‘“(5) 95 percent for a project that—

““(A) the Administrator determines is a
successive phase of a multiphase construc-
tion project for which the sponsor received a
grant in fiscal year 2011; and

‘(B) for which the United States Govern-
ment’s share of allowable project costs would
otherwise be capped at 90 percent under
paragraph (2) or (3).”.

SEC. 135. UPDATED VETERANS’ PREFERENCE.

Section 47112(c)(1)(C) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘or Operation New Dawn for
more’’ and inserting ‘‘Operation New Dawn,
Operation Inherent Resolve, Operation Free-
dom’s Sentinel, or any successor contin-
gency operation to such operations for
more’’; and

(2) by striking ‘“‘or Operation New Dawn
(whichever is later)” and inserting ‘‘Oper-
ation New Dawn, Operation Inherent Re-
solve, Operation Freedom’s Sentinel, or any
successor contingency operation to such op-
erations (whichever is later)”.

SEC. 136. USE OF STATE HIGHWAY SPECIFICA-
TIONS.

Section 47114(d)(5) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“(b) USE OF STATE HIGHWAY SPECIFICA-
TIONS.—The Secretary shall use the highway
specifications of a State for airfield pave-
ment construction and improvement using
funds made available under this subsection
at nonprimary airports serving aircraft that
do not exceed 60,000 pounds gross weight if—

““(A) such State requests the use of such
specifications; and

‘“(B) the Secretary determines that—

‘(i) safety will not be negatively affected;
and

‘“(ii) the life of the pavement, with nec-
essary maintenance and upkeep, will not be
shorter than it would be if constructed using
Administration standards.”.

SEC. 137. FORMER MILITARY AIRPORTS.

Section 47118(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘“‘or” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

““(3) the airport is—

“‘(A) a former military installation that, at
any time after December 31, 1965, was owned
and operated by the Department of Defense;
and
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‘“(B) a nonhub primary airport.”.

SEC. 138. ELIGIBILITY OF CCTV PROJECTS FOR
AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM.

Section 47119(a)(1)(B) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘; and” at the end and in-
serting *‘; or’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘directly related to moving
passengers’ and inserting the following: ‘‘di-
rectly related to—

‘(i) moving passengers’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(ii) installing security cameras in the
public area of the interior and exterior of the
terminal; and’’.

SEC. 139. STATE BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM EXPAN-
SION.

Section 47128(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘not more than
9 qualified States for fiscal years 2000 and
2001 and 10 qualified States for each fiscal
year thereafter’” and inserting ‘‘not more
than 20 qualified States for each fiscal year’.
SEC. 140. NON-MOVEMENT AREA SURVEILLANCE

PILOT PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter
471 of title 49, United States Code, is amend-
ed by inserting after section 47142 the fol-
lowing:

“§47143. Non-movement area surveillance
surface display systems pilot program

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of
the Federal Aviation Administration may
carry out a pilot program to support non-
Federal acquisition and installation of quali-
fying non-movement area surveillance sur-
face display systems and sensors if—

‘(1) the Administrator determines that
such systems and sensors would improve
safety or capacity in the National Airspace
System; and

‘“(2) the non-movement area surveillance
surface display systems and sensors supple-
ment existing movement area systems and
sensors at the selected airports established
under other programs administered by the
Administrator.

“(b) PROJECT GRANTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of carrying
out the pilot program, the Administrator
may make a project grant out of funds ap-
portioned under paragraph (1) or paragraph
(2) of section 47114(c) to not more than 5 eli-
gible sponsors to acquire and install quali-
fying non-movement area surveillance sur-
face display systems and sensors. The air-
ports selected to participate in the pilot pro-
gram shall have existing Administration
movement area systems and airlines that are
participants in Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s airport collaborative decision-making
process.

‘“(2) DATA EXCHANGE PROCESSES.—As part of
the pilot program carried out under this sec-
tion, the Administrator may establish data
exchange processes to allow airport partici-
pation in the Administration’s airport col-
laborative decision-making process and fu-
sion of the non-movement surveillance data
with the Administration’s movement area
systems.

‘“(c) SUNSET.—This section shall cease to
be effective on October 1, 2023.

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) NON-MOVEMENT AREA.—The term ‘non-
movement area’ means the portion of the
airfield surface that is not under the control
of air traffic control.

‘(2) NON-MOVEMENT AREA SURVEILLANCE
SURFACE DISPLAY SYSTEMS AND SENSORS.—
The term ‘non-movement area surveillance
surface display systems and sensors’ means a
non-Federal surveillance system that uses
on-airport sensors that track vehicles or air-
craft that are equipped with transponders in
the non-movement area.

““(3) QUALIFYING NON-MOVEMENT AREA SUR-
VEILLANCE SURFACE DISPLAY SYSTEM AND SEN-
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SORS.—The term ‘qualifying non-movement
area surveillance surface display system and
sensors’ means a non-movement area surveil-
lance surface display system that—

‘“(A) provides the required transmit and re-
ceive data formats consistent with the Na-
tional Airspace System architecture at the
appropriate service delivery point;

‘(B) is on-airport; and

‘(C) is airport operated.”.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—The table of contents of chapter 471
of title 49, United States Code, is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
47142 the following:

‘47143. Non-movement area surveillance sur-
face display systems pilot pro-
gram.’’.

SEC. 141. PROPERTY CONVEYANCE RELEASES.

Section 817(a) of the FAA Modernization
and Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 47125 note)
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘or section 23’ and insert-
ing ¢, section 23”’; and

(2) by inserting ‘‘, or section 47125 of title
49, United States Code’ before the period at
the end.
SEC. 142. STUDY REGARDING TECHNOLOGY
USAGE AT AIRPORTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall initiate a study on—

(1) technology developed by international
entities (including foreign nations and com-
panies) that have been installed in American
airports and aviation systems over the past
decade, including the nation where the tech-
nology was developed and any airports uti-
lizing the technology; and

(2) aviation safety-related technology de-
veloped and implemented by international
entities with proven track records of success
that may assist in establishing best prac-
tices to improve American aviation oper-
ations and safety.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Administrator shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report on
the results of the study.

SEC. 143. STUDY ON AIRPORT REVENUE DIVER-

SION.

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall
initiate a study of—

(1) the legal and financial challenges re-
lated to repealing the exception in section
47107(b)(2) of title 49, United States Code, for
those airports that the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration has identified are covered by
the exception; and

(2) measures that may be taken to miti-
gate the impact of repealing the exception.

(b) CONTENTS.—The study required under
subsection (a) shall address—

(1) the level of revenue diversion at the air-
ports covered by the exception described in
subsection (a)(1) and the uses of the diverted
revenue;

(2) the terms of any bonds or financial cov-
enants an airport owner has issued relying
on diverted airport revenue;

(3) applicable local laws or ordinances re-
quiring use of airport revenue for nonairport
purposes;

(4) whether repealing the exception would
improve the long-term financial performance
of impacted airports; and

(5) any other practical implications of re-
pealing the exception for airports or the na-
tional aviation system.

(¢) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General shall submit to the ap-
propriate committees of Congress a report on
the results of the study.
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SEC. 144. GAO STUDY ON THE EFFECT OF GRANT-
ING AN EXCLUSIVE RIGHT OF AERO-
NAUTICAL SERVICES TO AN AIR-
PORT SPONSOR.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall conduct a study to examine the cases
in which an airport sponsor has exercised an
exclusive right (commonly known as a pro-
prietary exclusive right), as described in the
Federal Aviation Advisory Circular 150/1590—
6 issued on January 4, 2007.

(b) REPORT.—Upon completion of the study
described under subsection (a), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report on
the findings of the study.

SEC. 145. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON SMART AIR-
PORTS.

It is the sense of Congress that the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion and the Secretary of Transportation
should produce a smart airports initiative
plan that focuses on creating a more con-
sumer-friendly and digitally connected air-
port experience. The plan should include rec-
ommendations on modernizing technologies
to provide more efficient check-ins, short-
ened security lines, Wi-Fi and GPS upgrades,
as well as improvements of aircraft turn-
around for on-time boarding and flights. The
purpose of the initiative is to invest in tech-
nologies and infrastructure toward better-
connected airports while providing appro-
priate national security and cybersecurity
for travelers.

SEC. 146. CRITICAL AIRFIELD MARKINGS.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Administrator of
the Federal Aviation Administration shall
issue a request for proposal for a study that
includes—

(1) an independent, third-party study to as-
sess the durability of Type III and Type I
glass beads applied to critical markings over
a 2-year period at not fewer than 2 primary
airports in varying weather conditions to
measure the retroreflectivity levels of such
markings on a quarterly basis; and

(2) a study at 2 other airports carried out
by applying Type III glass beads on half of
the centerline and Type I glass beads to the
other half and providing for assessments
from pilots through surveys administered by
a third party as to the visibility and per-
formance of the Type III glass beads as com-
pared to the Type I glass beads over a 1-year
period.

SEC. 147. GENERAL FACILITIES AUTHORITY.

Section 44502 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (e) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(e) TRANSFERS OF AIR TRAFFIC SYSTEMS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An airport may transfer,
without consideration, to the Administrator
of the Federal Aviation Administration, an
eligible air traffic system or equipment that
conforms to performance specifications of
the Administrator if a Government airport
aid program, airport development aid pro-
gram, or airport improvement project grant
was used to assist in purchasing the system
or equipment.

‘“(2) ACCEPTANCE.—The Administrator shall
accept the eligible air traffic system or
equipment and operate and maintain it
under criteria of the Administrator.

‘(3) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the
term ‘eligible air traffic system or equip-
ment’ means—

““(A) an instrument landing system con-
sisting of a glide slope and localizer (if the
Administrator has determined that a sat-
ellite navigation system cannot provide a
suitable approach to an airport);
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“(B) an Automated Weather Observing
System weather observation system; or

‘“(C) a Remote Communication Air/Ground
and Remote Communication Outlet commu-
nications facility.”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(f) AIRPORT SPACE.—

‘(1) RESTRICTION.—The Administrator may
not require an airport owner or sponsor (as
defined in section 47102) to provide to the
Federal Aviation Administration without
cost any of the following:

‘“(A) Building construction, maintenance,
utilities, or expenses for services relating to
air traffic control, air navigation, or weather
reporting.

‘“(B) Space in a facility owned by the air-
port owner or sponsor for services relating to
air traffic control, air navigation, or weather
reporting.

‘“(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this subsection may be construed to affect—

‘“(A) any agreement the Secretary may
have or make with an airport owner or spon-
sor for the airport owner or sponsor to pro-
vide any of the items described in paragraph
(1)(A) or (1)(B) at below-market rates; or

‘(B) any grant assurance that requires an
airport owner or sponsor to provide land to
the Administration without cost for an air
traffic control facility.”.

SEC. 148. RECYCLING PLANS; UNCATEGORIZED
SMALL AIRPORTS.

(a) PROJECT GRANT APPLICATION AP-
PROVAL.—Section 47106(a) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘‘that in-
cludes the project” before ‘‘, the master
plan’’;

(3) in paragraph (6)(E), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(7) if the project is at an airport that is
listed as having an unclassified status under
the most recent national plan of integrated
airport systems (as described in section
47103), the project will be funded with an
amount appropriated under section
47114(d)(3)(B) and is—

‘““(A) for maintenance of the pavement of
the primary runway;

‘(B) for obstruction removal for the pri-
mary runway;

“(C) for the rehabilitation of the primary
runway; or

‘(D) for a project that the Secretary con-
siders necessary for the safe operation of the
airport.”.

(b) NONPRIMARY APPORTIONMENT.—Section
47114(d)(3) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘“(C) During fiscal years 2019 and 2020—

‘(i) an airport that accrued apportionment
funds under subparagraph (A) in fiscal year
2013 that is listed as having an unclassified
status under the most recent national plan
of integrated airport systems shall continue
to accrue apportionment funds under sub-
paragraph (A) at the same amount the air-
port accrued apportionment funds in fiscal
year 2013, subject to the conditions of this
paragraph;

‘‘(ii) notwithstanding the period of avail-
ability as described in section 47117(b), an
amount apportioned to an airport under
clause (i) shall be available to the airport
only during the fiscal year in which the
amount is apportioned; and

‘“(iii) notwithstanding the waiver per-
mitted under section 47117(c)(2), an airport
receiving apportionment funds under clause
(i) may not waive its claim to any part of the
apportioned funds in order to make the funds
available for a grant for another public-use
airport.
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‘(D) An airport that re-establishes its clas-
sified status shall be eligible to accrue ap-
portionment funds pursuant to subparagraph
(A) so long as such airport retains its classi-
fied status.”.

SEC. 149. EVALUATION
PLANS.

Section 47106 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“(h) EVALUATION OF AIRPORT MASTER
PLANS.—When evaluating the master plan of
an airport for purposes of this subchapter,
the Secretary shall take into account—

‘(1) the role the airport plays with respect
to medical emergencies and evacuations; and

‘“(2) the role the airport plays in emer-
gency or disaster preparedness in the com-
munity served by the airport.”.

SEC. 150. DEFINITION OF SMALL BUSINESS CON-
CERN.

Section 47113(a)(1) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘(1) ‘small business concern’—

‘““(A) has the meaning given the term in
section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C.
632); but

‘“(B) in the case of a concern in the con-
struction industry, a concern shall be consid-
ered a small business concern if the concern
meets the size standard for the North Amer-
ican Industry Classification System Code
237310, as adjusted by the Small Business Ad-
ministration;”.

SEC. 151. SMALL AIRPORT REGULATION RELIEF.

Section 47114(c)(1) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by striking subparagraph
(F) and inserting the following:

‘“(F) SPECIAL RULE FOR FISCAL YEARS 2018
THROUGH  2020.—Notwithstanding subpara-
graph (A) and subject to subparagraph (G),
the Secretary shall apportion to a sponsor of
an airport under that subparagraph for each
of fiscal years 2018 through 2020 an amount
based on the number of passenger boardings
at the airport during calendar year 2012 if
the airport—

‘(i) had 10,000 or more passenger boardings
during calendar year 2012;

‘“(ii) had fewer than 10,000 passenger
boardings during the calendar year used to
calculate the apportionment for fiscal year
2018, 2019, or 2020, as applicable, under sub-
paragraph (A); and

‘“(iii) had scheduled air service at any
point in the calendar year used to calculate
the apportionment.

“(G) LIMITATIONS AND WAIVERS.—The au-
thority to make apportionments in the man-
ner prescribed in subparagraph (F) may be
utilized no more than 3 years in a row. The
Secretary may waive this limitation if the
Secretary determines that an airport’s
enplanements are substantially close to
10,000 enplanements and the airport sponsor
or affected communities are taking reason-
able steps to restore enplanements above
10,000.

“(H) MINIMUM APPORTIONMENT FOR COMMER-
CIAL SERVICE AIRPORTS WITH MORE THAN 8,000
PASSENGER BOARDINGS IN A CALENDAR YEAR.—
Not less than $600,000 may be apportioned
under subparagraph (A) for each fiscal year
to each sponsor of a commercial service air-
port that had fewer than 10,000 passenger
boardings, but at least 8,000 passenger
boardings, during the prior calendar year.”’.
SEC. 152. CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN CONTROL

TOWERS.

Section 47116(d) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following:

¢(3) CONTROL TOWER CONSTRUCTION.—Not-
withstanding section 47124(b)(4)(A), the Sec-
retary may provide grants under this section
to an airport sponsor participating in the
contract tower program under section 47124

OF AIRPORT MASTER
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for the construction or improvement of a
nonapproach control tower, as defined by the
Secretary, and for the acquisition and instal-
lation of air traffic control, communica-
tions, and related equipment to be used in
that tower. Such grants shall be subject to
the distribution requirements of subsection
(b) and the eligibility requirements of sec-
tion 47124(b)(4)(B).”".

SEC. 153. NONDISCRIMINATION.

Section 47123 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“The Secretary of Transpor-
tation” and inserting the following:

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(b) INDIAN EMPLOYMENT.—

‘(1) TRIBAL SPONSOR PREFERENCE.—Con-
sistent with section 703(i) of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000e-2(i)), nothing in
this section shall preclude the preferential
employment of Indians living on or near a
reservation on a project or contract at—

‘““(A) an airport sponsored by an Indian
tribal government; or

‘“(B) an airport located on an Indian res-
ervation.

‘“(2) STATE PREFERENCE.—A State may im-
plement a preference for employment of In-
dians on a project carried out under this sub-
chapter near an Indian reservation.

“(3) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary shall
consult with Indian tribal governments and
cooperate with the States to implement this
subsection.

‘“(4) INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERNMENT DEFINED.—
In this section, the term ‘Indian tribal gov-
ernment’ has the same meaning given that
term in section 102 of the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance
Act (42 U.S.C. 5122).”.
SEC. 154. DEFINITION OF AIRPORT DEVELOP-

Section 47116(d)(2) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘(2) AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT FOR ELIGIBLE
MOUNTAINTOP AIRPORTS.—In making grants
to sponsors described in subsection (b), the
Secretary shall give priority consideration
to mass grading and associated structural
support (including access road, duct banks,
and other related infrastructure) at moun-
taintop airports, provided that the airport
would not otherwise have sufficient surface
area for—

““(A) eligible and justified airport develop-
ment projects; or

‘(B) additional hangar space.’’.

SEC. 155. GENERAL AVIATION AIRPORT EXPIRED
FUNDS.

Section 47117(b) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘An amount’ and inserting
‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An amount’’;

(2) by striking “If the amount’ and insert-
ing ‘“Except as provided in paragraph (2), if
the amount’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘(2) EXPIRED AMOUNTS APPORTIONED FOR
GENERAL AVIATION AIRPORTS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), if an amount apportioned
under section 47114(d) is not obligated within
the time specified in paragraph (1), that
amount shall be added to the discretionary
fund under section 47115 of this title, pro-
vided that—

‘(i) amounts made available under para-
graph (2)(A) shall be used for grants for
projects in accordance with section
47115(d)(2) at airports eligible to receive an
apportionment under section 47114(d)(2) or
(3)(A), whichever is applicable; and

‘(ii) amounts made available under para-
graph (2)(A) that are not obligated by July 1
of the fiscal year in which the funds will ex-
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pire shall be made available for all projects
in accordance with section 47115(d)(2).

“(B) STATE BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM.—If an
amount apportioned to an airport under sec-
tion 47114(d)(3)(A) is not obligated within the
time specified in paragraph (1), and the air-
port is located in a State participating in the
State block grant program under section
47128, the amount shall be made available to
that State under the same conditions as if
the State had been apportioned the amount
under section 47114(d)(3)(B).”’.

SEC. 156. PRIORITY REVIEW OF CONSTRUCTION
PROJECTS IN COLD WEATHER
STATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the
Federal Aviation Administration, to the ex-
tent practicable, shall schedule the Adminis-
trator’s review of construction projects so
that projects to be carried out in the States
in which the weather during a typical cal-
endar year prevents major construction
projects from being carried out before May 1
are reviewed as early as possible.

(b) BRIEFING.—The Administrator shall
provide a briefing to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress annually on the effec-
tiveness of the review and prioritization.

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 154 of
the FAA Modernization and Reform Act of
2012 (49 U.S.C. 47112 note) and the item relat-
ing to that section in the table of contents
under section 1(b) of that Act (126 Stat. 13)
are repealed.

SEC. 157. MINORITY AND DISADVANTAGED BUSI-
NESS PARTICIPATION.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds
lowing:

(1) While significant progress has occurred
due to the establishment of the airport dis-
advantaged business enterprise program
(sections 47107(e) and 47113 of title 49, United
States Code), discrimination and related bar-
riers continue to pose significant obstacles
for minority- and women-owned businesses
seeking to do business in airport-related
markets across the Nation. These continuing
barriers merit the continuation of the air-
port disadvantaged business enterprise pro-
gram.

(2) Congress has received and reviewed tes-
timony and documentation of race and gen-
der discrimination from numerous sources,
including congressional hearings and
roundtables, scientific reports, reports issued
by public and private agencies, news stories,
reports of discrimination by organizations
and individuals, and discrimination lawsuits.
This testimony and documentation shows
that race- and gender-neutral efforts alone
are insufficient to address the problem.

(3) This testimony and documentation
demonstrates that discrimination across the
Nation poses a barrier to full and fair par-
ticipation in airport-related businesses of
women business owners and minority busi-
ness owners in the racial groups detailed in
parts 23 and 26 of title 49, Code of Federal
Regulations, and has impacted firm develop-
ment and many aspects of airport-related
business in the public and private markets.

(4) This testimony and documentation pro-
vides a strong basis that there is a compel-
ling need for the continuation of the airport
disadvantaged business enterprise program
and the airport concessions disadvantaged
business enterprise program to address race
and gender discrimination in airport-related
business.

(b) PROMPT PAYMENTS.—

(1) REPORTING OF COMPLAINTS.—Not later
than 120 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Administrator of the Federal
Aviation Administration shall ensure that
each airport that participates in the Pro-
gram tracks, and reports to the Adminis-
trator, the number of covered complaints
made in relation to activities at that air-
port.

the fol-
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(2) IMPROVING COMPLIANCE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall
take actions to assess and improve compli-
ance with prompt payment requirements
under part 26 of title 49, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations.

(B) CONTENTS OF ASSESSMENT.—In carrying
out subparagraph (A), the Administrator
shall assess—

(i) whether requirements relating to the
inclusion of prompt payment language in
contracts are being satisfied;

(ii) whether and how airports are enforcing
prompt payment requirements;

(iii) the processes by which covered com-
plaints are received and resolved by airports;

(iv) whether improvements need to be
made to—

(I) better track covered complaints re-
ceived by airports; and

(IT) assist the resolution of covered com-
plaints in a timely manner;

(v) whether changes to prime contractor
specifications need to be made to ensure
prompt payments to subcontractors; and,

(vi) whether changes to prime contractor
specifications need to be made to ensure
prompt payment of retainage to subcontrac-
tors.

(C) REPORTING.—The Administrator shall
make available to the public on an appro-
priate website operated by the Adminis-
trator a report describing the results of the
assessment completed under this paragraph,
including a plan to respond to such results.

(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the
following definitions apply:

(A) COVERED COMPLAINT.—The term ‘‘cov-
ered complaint’” means a complaint relating
to an alleged failure to satisfy a prompt pay-
ment requirement under part 26 of title 49,
Code of Federal Regulations.

(B) PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘Program’ means
the airport disadvantaged business enter-
prise program referenced in subsection (a)(1)
of the FAA Modernization and Reform Act of
2012 (49 U.S.C. 47113 note).

SEC. 158. SUPPLEMENTAL DISCRETIONARY
FUNDS.

Section 47115 of title 49, United States
Code, is further amended by adding at the
end the following:

@) SUPPLEMENTAL
FUNDS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a program to provide grants, subject
to the conditions of this subsection, for any
purpose for which amounts are made avail-
able under section 48103 that the Secretary
considers most appropriate to carry out this
subchapter.

¢“(2) TREATMENT OF GRANTS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—A grant made under this
subsection shall be treated as having been
made pursuant to the Secretary’s authority
under section 47104(a) and from the Sec-
retary’s discretionary fund under subsection
(a) of this section.

‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, grants made under
this subsection shall not be subject to sub-
section (c), section 47117(e), or any other ap-
portionment formula, special apportionment
category, or minimum percentage set forth
in this chapter.

*“(3) ELIGIBILITY AND PRIORITIZATION.—

““(A) ELIGIBILITY.—The Secretary may pro-
vide grants under this subsection for an air-
port or terminal development project at any
airport that is eligible to receive a grant
from the discretionary fund under subsection
(a) of this section.

‘(B) PRIORITIZATION.—Not less than 50 per-
cent of the amounts available under this sub-
section shall used to provide grants at—

‘(i) airports that are eligible for apportion-
ment under section 47114(d)(3); and

“‘(ii) nonhub and small hub airports.

DISCRETIONARY
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‘“(4) AUTHORIZATION.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to
be appropriated to the Secretary to carry
out this subsection the following amounts:

(1) $1,020,000,000 for fiscal year 2019.

¢“(ii) $1,041,000,000 for fiscal year 2020.

‘4(iii) $1,064,000,000 for fiscal year 2021.

““(iv) $1,087,000,000 for fiscal year 2022.

““(v) $1,110,000,000 for fiscal year 2023.

“(B) AVAILABILITY.—Sums authorized to be
appropriated under subparagraph (A) shall
remain available for 2 fiscal years.” .

SEC. 159. STATE TAXATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 40116(d)(2)(A) of
title 49, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘“(v) except as otherwise provided under
section 47133, levy or collect a tax, fee, or
charge, first taking effect after the date of
enactment of this clause, upon any business
located at a commercial service airport or
operating as a permittee of such an airport
that is not generally imposed on sales or
services by that State, political subdivision,
or authority unless wholly utilized for air-
port or aeronautical purposes.”.

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section or an amendment made by this
section shall affect a change to a rate or
other provision of a tax, fee, or charge under
section 40116 of title 49, United States Code,
that was enacted prior to the date of enact-
ment of this Act. Such provision of a tax,
fee, or charge shall continue to be subject to
the requirements to which such provision
was subject under that section as in effect on
the day before the date of enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 160. AIRPORT INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIP
PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47134 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking the section heading and in-
serting ‘‘Airport investment partnership pro-
gram’’;

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ¢, with re-
spect to not more than 10 airports,’’;

(3) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘The
Secretary may grant an exemption to a
sponsor’” and inserting ¢If the Secretary
grants an exemption to a sponsor pursuant
to paragraph (1), the Secretary shall grant
an exemption to the sponsor’’;

(4) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘The
Secretary may grant an exemption to a pur-
chaser or lessee’ and inserting ‘‘If the Sec-
retary grants an exemption to a sponsor pur-
suant to paragraph (1), the Secretary shall
grant an exemption to the corresponding
purchaser or lessee’’;

(5) by amending subsection (d) to read as
follows:

¢(d) PROGRAM PARTICIPATION.—

‘(1 MULTIPLE AIRPORTS.—The Secretary
may consider applications under this section
submitted by a public airport sponsor for
multiple airports under the control of the
sponsor if all airports under the control of
the sponsor are located in the same State.

‘“(2) PARTIAL PRIVATIZATION.—A purchaser
or lessee may be an entity in which a spon-
sor has an interest.”’; and

(6) by striking subsections (1) and (m) and
inserting the following:

<M PREDEVELOPMENT LIMITATION.—A
grant to an airport sponsor under this sub-
chapter for predevelopment planning costs
relating to the preparation of an application
or proposed application under this section
may not exceed $750,000 per application or
proposed application.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis
for chapter 471 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by striking the item relat-
ing to section 47134 and inserting the fol-
lowing:
¢‘47134. Airport investment partnership pro-

gram.’’.
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SEC. 161. REMOTE TOWER PILOT PROGRAM FOR
RURAL AND SMALL COMMUNITIES.

(a) PILOT PROGRAM.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator of
the Federal Aviation Administration shall
establish—

(A) in consultation with airport operators
and other aviation stakeholders, a pilot pro-
gram at public-use airports to construct and
operate remote towers in order to assess
their operational benefits;

(B) a selection process for participation in
the pilot program; and

(C) a clear process for the safety and oper-
ational certification of the remote towers.

(2) SAFETY CONSIDERATIONS.—

(A) SAFETY RISK MANAGEMENT PANEL.—
Prior to the operational use of a remote
tower under the pilot program established in
subsection (a), the Administrator shall con-
vene a safety risk management panel for the
tower to address any safety issues with re-
spect to the tower. The panels shall be cre-
ated and utilized in a manner similar to that
of the safety risk management panels pre-
viously convened for remote towers and shall
take into account existing best practices and
operational data from existing remote tow-
ers in the United States.

(B) CONSULTATION.—In establishing the
pilot program, the Administrator shall con-
sult with operators of remote towers in the
United States and foreign countries to de-
sign the pilot program in a manner that
leverages as many safety and airspace effi-
ciency benefits as possible.

(3) APPLICATIONS.—The operator of an air-
port seeking to participate in the pilot pro-
gram shall submit to the Administrator an
application that is in such form and contains
such information as the Administrator may
require.

(4) PROGRAM DESIGN.—In designing the
pilot program, the Administrator shall—

(A) to the maximum extent practicable,
ensure that at least 2 different vendors of re-
mote tower systems participate;

(B) identify which air traffic control infor-
mation and data will assist the Adminis-
trator in evaluating the feasibility, safety,
costs, and benefits of remote towers;

(C) implement processes necessary to col-
lect the information and data identified in
subparagraph (B);

(D) develop criteria, in addition to consid-
ering possible selection criteria in paragraph
(5), for the selection of airports that will best
assist the Administrator in evaluating the
feasibility, safety, costs, and benefits of re-
mote towers, including the amount and vari-
ety of air traffic at an airport; and

(E) prioritize the selection of airports that
can best demonstrate the capabilities and
benefits of remote towers, including appli-
cants proposing to operate multiple remote
towers from a single facility.

(5) SELECTION CRITERIA FOR CONSIDER-
ATION.—In selecting airports for participa-
tion in the pilot program, the Administrator,
after consultation with representatives of
labor organizations representing operators
and employees of the air traffic control sys-
tem, shall consider for participation in the
pilot program—

(A) 1 nonhub airport;

(B) 3 airports that are not primary airports
and that do not have existing air traffic con-
trol towers;

(C) 1 airport that participates in the Con-
tract Tower Program; and

(D) 1 airport selected at the discretion of
the Administrator.

(6) DATA.—The Administrator shall clearly
identify and collect air traffic control infor-
mation and data from participating airports
that will assist the Administrator in evalu-
ating the feasibility, safety, costs, and bene-
fits of remote towers.
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(7) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date the first remote tower is oper-
ational, and annually thereafter, the Admin-
istrator shall submit to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress a report—

(A) detailing any benefits, costs, or safety
improvements associated with the use of the
remote towers; and

(B) evaluating the feasibility of using re-
mote towers, particularly in the Contract
Tower Program, for airports without an air
traffic control tower, to improve safety at
airports with towers, or to reduce costs with-
out impacting safety at airports with or
without existing towers.

(8) DEADLINE.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall select airports for partici-
pation in the pilot program.

(9) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

(A) CONTRACT TOWER PROGRAM.—The term
“Contract Tower Program’ has the meaning
given the term in section 47124(e) of title 49,
United States Code, as added by this Act.

(B) REMOTE TOWER.—The term ‘‘remote
tower’”’ means a remotely operated air navi-
gation facility, including all necessary sys-
tem components, that provides the functions
and capabilities of an air traffic control
tower whereby air traffic services are pro-
vided to operators at an airport from a loca-
tion that may not be on or near the airport.

©) OTHER  DEFINITIONS.—The terms
“nonhub airport’”, ‘‘primary airport’, and
‘“‘public-use airport’” have the meanings
given such terms in section 47102 of title 49,
United States Code.

(10) SUNSET.—This subsection, including
the report required under paragraph (8), shall
not be in effect after September 30, 2023.

(b) REMOTE TOWER PROGRAM.—Concurrent
with the establishment of the process for
safety and operational certification of re-
mote towers under subsection (a)(1)(C), the
Administrator shall establish a process to
authorize the construction and commis-
sioning of additional remote towers that are
certificated under subsection (a)(1)(C) at
other airports.

(¢c) AIP FUNDING ELIGIBILITY.—For pur-
poses of the pilot program under subsection
(a), and after certificated remote towers are
available under subsection (b), constructing
a remote tower or acquiring and installing
air traffic control, communications, or re-
lated equipment specifically for a remote
tower shall be considered airport develop-
ment (as defined in section 47102 of title 49,
United States Code) for purposes of sub-
chapter I of chapter 471 of that title if the
components are installed and used at the air-
port, except, as needed, for off-airport sen-
sors installed on leased towers.

SEC. 162. AIRPORT ACCESS ROADS IN REMOTE
LOCATIONS.

Notwithstanding section 47102 of title 49,
United States Code, for fiscal years 2018
through 2023—

(1) the definition of the term ‘‘airport de-
velopment” under that section includes the
construction of a storage facility to shelter
snow removal equipment or aircraft rescue
and firefighting equipment that is owned by
an airport sponsor and used exclusively to
maintain safe airfield operations, up to the
facility size necessary to accommodate the
types and quantities of equipment prescribed
by the FAA, regardless of whether Federal
funding was used to acquire the equipment;

(2) a storage facility to shelter snow re-
moval equipment may exceed the facility
size limitation described in paragraph (1) if
the airport sponsor certifies to the Secretary
that the following conditions are met:

(A) The storage facility to be constructed
will be used to store snow removal equip-
ment exclusively used for clearing airfield
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pavement of snow and ice following a weath-
er event.

(B) The airport is categorized as a local
general aviation airport in the Federal Avia-
tion Administration’s 2017-2021 National
Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS)
report.

(C) The 30-year annual snowfall normal of
the nearest weather station based on the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion Summary of Monthly Normals 1981-2010
exceeds 26 inches.

(D) The airport serves as a base for a med-
ical air ambulance transport aircraft.

(E) The airport master record (Form 5010—
1) effective on September 14, 2017 for the air-
port indicates 45 based aircraft consisting of
single engine, multiple engine, and jet en-
gine aircraft.

(F) No funding under this section will be
used for any portion of the storage facility
designed to shelter maintenance and oper-
ations equipment that are not required for
clearing airfield pavement of snow and ice.

(G) The airport sponsor will complete de-
sign of the storage building not later than
September 30, 2019, and will initiate con-
struction of the storage building not later
than September 30, 2020.

(H) The area of the storage facility, or por-
tion thereof, to be funded under this sub-
section does not exceed 6,000 square feet; and

(3) the definition of the term ‘‘terminal de-
velopment” under that section includes the
development of an airport access road that—

(A) is located in a noncontiguous State;

(B) is not more than 5 miles in length;

(C) connects to the nearest public road-
ways of not more than the 2 closest census
designated places; and

(D) may provide incidental access to public
or private property that is adjacent to the
road and is not otherwise connected to a
public road.

SEC. 163. LIMITED REGULATION OF NON-FEDER-
ALLY SPONSORED PROPERTY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), the Secretary of Transpor-
tation may not directly or indirectly regu-
late—

(1) the acquisition, use, lease, encum-
brance, transfer, or disposal of land by an
airport owner or operator;

(2) any facility upon such land; or

(3) any portion of such land or facility.

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—Subsection (a) does not
apply to—

(1) any regulation ensuring—

(A) the safe and efficient operation of air-
craft or safety of people and property on the
ground related to aircraft operations;

(B) that an airport owner or operator re-
ceives not less than fair market value in the
context of a commercial transaction for the
use, lease, encumbrance, transfer, or disposal
of land, any facilities on such land, or any
portion of such land or facilities; or

(C) that the airport pays not more than
fair market value in the context of a com-
mercial transaction for the acquisition of
land or facilities on such land;

(2) any regulation imposed with respect to
land or a facility acquired or modified using
Federal funding; or

(3) any authority contained in—

(A) a Surplus Property Act instrument of
transfer, or

(B) section 40117 of title 49, United States
Code.

(¢) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to affect the
applicability of sections 47107(b) or 47133 of
title 49, United States Code, to revenues gen-
erated by the use, lease, encumbrance, trans-
fer, or disposal of land under subsection (a),
facilities upon such land, or any portion of
such land or facilities.
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(d) AMENDMENTS TO AIRPORT LAYOUT
PLANS.—Section 47107(a)(16) of title 49,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subparagraph (B) and insert-
ing the following:

‘(B) the Secretary will review and approve
or disapprove only those portions of the plan
(or any subsequent revision to the plan) that
materially impact the safe and efficient op-
eration of aircraft at, to, or from the airport
or that would adversely affect the safety of
people or property on the ground adjacent to
the airport as a result of aircraft operations,
or that adversely affect the value of prior
Federal investments to a significant ex-
tent;”’;

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘if the
alteration” and all that follows through
“‘airport; and” and inserting the following:
“‘unless the alteration—

‘(1) is outside the scope of the Secretary’s
review and approval authority as set forth in
subparagraph (B); or

‘“(i1) complies with the portions of the plan
approved by the Secretary; and’’; and

(3) in subparagraph (D), in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘when an alter-
nation” and all that follows through ‘Sec-
retary, will”’ and inserting ‘‘when an alter-
ation in the airport or its facility is made
that is within the scope of the Secretary’s
review and approval authority as set forth in
subparagraph (B), and does not conform with
the portions of the plan approved by the Sec-
retary, and the Secretary decides that the
alteration adversely affects the safety, util-
ity, or efficiency of aircraft operations, or of
any property on or off the airport that is
owned, leased, or financed by the Govern-
ment, then the owner or operator will, if re-
quested by the Secretary’’.

SEC. 164. SEASONAL AIRPORTS.

Section 47114(c)(1) of title 49, United States
Code, as amended by this Act, is further
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘“(I) SEASONAL AIRPORTS.—Notwithstanding
section 47102, if the Secretary determines
that a commercial service airport with at
least 8,000 passenger boardings receives
scheduled air carrier service for fewer than 6
months in the calendar year used to cal-
culate apportionments to airport sponsors in
a fiscal year, then the Secretary shall con-
sider the airport to be a nonhub primary air-
port for purposes of this chapter.”.

SEC. 165. AMENDMENTS TO DEFINITIONS.

Section 47102 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3)—

(A) in subparagraph (K), by striking
¢“7506a) and if such project will result in an
airport receiving appropriate’” and inserting
‘“750ba)) and if the airport would be able to
receive’’;

(B) by striking subparagraph (L) and in-
serting the following:

‘(L) a project by a commercial service air-
port for the acquisition of airport-owned ve-
hicles or ground support equipment equipped
with low-emission technology if the airport
is located in an air quality nonattainment or
maintenance area (as defined in sections
171(2) and 175A of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.
7501(2); 75056a)), if the airport would be able to
receive appropriate emission credits (as de-
scribed in section 47139), and the vehicles
are;

‘“(i) used exclusively on airport property;
or

‘(i) used exclusively to transport pas-
sengers and employees between the airport
and the airport’s consolidated rental car fa-
cility or an intermodal surface transpor-
tation facility adjacent to the airport.”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(P) an on-airport project to improve the
reliability and efficiency of the airport’s
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power supply and to prevent power disrup-
tions to the airfield, passenger terminal, and
any other airport facilities, including the ac-
quisition and installation of electrical gen-
erators, separation of the airport’s main
power supply from its redundant power sup-
ply, and the construction or modification of
airport facilities to install a microgrid (as
defined in section 641 of the United States
Energy Storage Competitiveness Act of 2007
(42 U.S.C. 17231)).

“(Q) converting or retrofitting vehicles and
ground support equipment into eligible zero-
emission vehicles and equipment (as defined
in section 47136) and for acquiring, by pur-
chase or lease, eligible zero-emission vehi-
cles and equipment.

“(R) predevelopment planning, including
financial, legal, or procurement consulting
services, related to an application or pro-
posed application for an exemption under
section 47134.”";

(2) in paragraph (5b), by striking ‘‘regula-
tions’ and inserting ‘‘requirements’’; and

(3) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘public”
and inserting ‘“‘public-use’’.

SEC. 166. PILOT PROGRAM SUNSETS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 47136 and 47140 of
title 49, United States Code, are repealed.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) Sections 47136a and 47140a of title 49,
United States Code, are redesignated as sec-
tions 47136 and 47140, respectively.

(2) Section 47139 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) by striking subsection (c¢); and

(B) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (c).

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The analysis
for chapter 471 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking the items relating to sec-
tions 47136, 47136a, 47140, and 47140a;

(2) by inserting after the item relating to
section 47135 the following:

¢“47136. Zero-emission airport vehicles and in-
frastructure.”’; and
(3) by inserting after the item relating to
section 47139 the following:

¢“47140. Increasing the energy efficiency of
airport power sources.”’.
SEC. 167. BUY AMERICA REQUIREMENTS.

(a) NOTICE OF WAIVERS.—If the Secretary of
Transportation determines that it is nec-
essary to waive the application of section
50101(a) of title 49, United States Code, based
on a finding under section 50101(b) of that
title, the Secretary, at least 10 days before
the date on which the waiver takes effect,
shall—

(1) make publicly available, in an easily
identifiable location on the website of the
Department of Transportation, a detailed
written justification of the waiver deter-
mination; and

(2) provide an informal public notice and
comment opportunity on the waiver deter-
mination.

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—For each fiscal year,
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report on
waivers issued under section 50101 of title 49,
United States Code, during the fiscal year.

Subtitle D—Airport Noise and Environmental
Streamlining
SEC. 171. FUNDING ELIGIBILITY FOR AIRPORT
ENERGY EFFICIENCY ASSESSMENTS.
(a) CosT REIMBURSEMENTS.—Section
47140(a) of title 49, United States Code, as so
redesignated, is amended by striking ‘‘air-
port.” and inserting ‘‘airport, and to reim-
burse the airport sponsor for the costs in-
curred in conducting the assessment.”.
(b) SAFETY PRIORITY.—Section 47140(b)(2) of
title 49, United States Code, as so redesig-
nated, is amended by inserting ‘‘, including a
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certification that no safety projects are

being be deferred by requesting a grant

under this section,” after ‘‘an application”.

SEC. 172. AUTHORIZATION OF CERTAIN FLIGHTS
BY STAGE 2 ATRCRAFT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding chapter
475 of title 49, United States Code, not later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Administrator of the Federal
Aviation Administration shall initiate a
pilot program to permit an operator of a
stage 2 aircraft to operate that aircraft in
nonrevenue service into not more than 4 me-
dium hub airports or nonhub airports if—

(1) the airport—

(A) is certified under part 139 of title 14,
Code of Federal Regulations;

(B) has a runway that—

(i) is longer than 8,000 feet and not less
than 200 feet wide; and

(ii) is load bearing with a pavement classi-
fication number of not less than 38; and

(C) has a maintenance facility with a
maintenance certificate issued under part
145 of such title; and

(2) the operator of the stage 2 aircraft oper-
ates not more than 10 flights per month
using that aircraft.

(b) TERMINATION.—The pilot program shall
terminate on the earlier of—

(1) the date that is 10 years after the date
of the enactment of this Act; or

(2) the date on which the Administrator de-
termines that no stage 2 aircraft remain in
service.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) MEDIUM HUB AIRPORT; NONHUB AIR-
PORT.—The terms ‘‘medium hub airport’ and
“nonhub airport’” have the meanings given
those terms in section 40102 of title 49,
United States Code.

(2) STAGE 2 AIRCRAFT.—The term ‘‘stage 2
aircraft”” has the meaning given the term
‘“‘stage 2 airplane’ in section 91.851 of title
14, Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect
on the day before the date of the enactment
of this Act).

SEC. 173. ALTERNATIVE AIRPLANE NOISE MET-
RIC EVALUATION DEADLINE.

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Administrator of
the Federal Aviation Administration shall
complete the ongoing evaluation of alter-
native metrics to the current Day Night
Level (DNL) 65 standard.

SEC. 174. UPDATING AIRPORT NOISE EXPOSURE
MAPS.

Section 47503(b) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

*“(b) REVISED MAPS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An airport operator that
submits a noise exposure map under sub-
section (a) shall submit a revised map to the
Secretary if, in an area surrounding an air-
port, a change in the operation of the airport
would establish a substantial new non-
compatible use, or would significantly re-
duce noise over existing noncompatible uses,
that is not reflected in either the existing
conditions map or forecast map currently on
file with the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion.

‘“(2) TIMING.—A submission under para-
graph (1) shall be required only if the rel-
evant change in the operation of the airport
occurs during—

‘“(A) the forecast period of the applicable
noise exposure map submitted by an airport
operator under subsection (a); or

‘“(B) the implementation period of the air-
port operator’s noise compatibility pro-
gram.’’.

SEC. 175. ADDRESSING COMMUNITY NOISE CON-
CERNS.

When proposing a new area navigation de-
parture procedure, or amending an existing
procedure that would direct aircraft between
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the surface and 6,000 feet above ground level
over noise sensitive areas, the Administrator
of the Federal Aviation Administration shall
consider the feasibility of dispersal headings
or other lateral track variations to address
community noise concerns, if—

(1) the affected airport operator, in con-
sultation with the affected community, sub-
mits a request to the Administrator for such
a consideration;

(2) the airport operator’s request would
not, in the judgment of the Administrator,
conflict with the safe and efficient operation
of the national airspace system; and

(3) the effect of a modified departure proce-
dure would not significantly increase noise
over noise sensitive areas, as determined by
the Administrator.

SEC. 176. COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT IN FAA
NEXTGEN PROJECTS LOCATED IN
METROPLEXES.

(a) COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PoLICY.—Not
later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Administrator of the
Federal Aviation Administration shall com-
plete a review of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration’s community involvement prac-
tices for Next Generation Air Transportation
System (NextGen) projects located in
metroplexes identified by the Administra-
tion. The review shall include, at a min-
imum, a determination of how and when to
engage airports and communities in perform-
ance-based navigation proposals.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after
completion of the review, the Administrator
shall submit to the appropriate committees
of Congress a report on—

(1) how the Administration will improve
community involvement  practices for
NextGen projects located in metroplexes;

(2) how and when the Administration will
engage airports and communities in perform-
ance-based navigation proposals; and

(3) lessons learned from NextGen projects
and pilot programs and how those lessons
learned are being integrated into community
involvement practices for future NextGen
projects located in metroplexes.

SEC. 177. LEAD EMISSIONS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall enter into appropriate arrange-
ments with the National Academies of
Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine under
which the National Research Council will
study aviation gasoline.

(b) CONTENTS.—The study shall include an
assessment of—

(1) existing non-leaded fuel alternatives to
the aviation gasoline used by piston-powered
general aviation aircraft;

(2) ambient lead concentrations at and
around airports where piston-powered gen-
eral aviation aircraft are used; and

(3) mitigation measures to reduce ambient
lead concentrations, including increasing the
size of run-up areas, relocating run-up areas,
imposing restrictions on aircraft using avia-
tion gasoline, and increasing the use of
motor gasoline in piston-powered general
aviation aircraft.

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress the study de-
veloped by the National Research Council
pursuant to this section.

SEC. 178. TERMINAL SEQUENCING AND SPACING.

Not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Administrator of
the Federal Aviation Administration shall
provide a briefing to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress on the status of Ter-
minal Sequencing and Spacing (TSAS) im-
plementation across all completed NextGen
metroplexes with specific information pro-
vided by airline regarding the adoption and
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equipping of aircraft and the training of pi-

lots in its use.

SEC. 179. AIRPORT NOISE MITIGATION AND SAFE-
TY STUDY.

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion shall initiate a study to review and
evaluate existing studies and analyses of the
relationship between jet aircraft approach
and takeoff speeds and corresponding noise
impacts on communities surrounding air-
ports.

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting the
study initiated under subsection (a), the Ad-
ministrator shall determine—

(1) whether a decrease in jet aircraft ap-
proach or takeoff speeds results in signifi-
cant aircraft noise reductions;

(2) whether the jet aircraft approach or
takeoff speed reduction necessary to achieve
significant noise reductions—

(A) jeopardizes aviation safety; or

(B) decreases the efficiency of the National
Airspace System, including lowering airport
capacity, increasing travel times, or increas-
ing fuel burn;

(3) the advisability of using jet aircraft ap-
proach or takeoff speeds as a noise mitiga-
tion technique; and

(4) if the Administrator determines that
using jet aircraft approach or takeoff speeds
as a noise mitigation technique is advisable,
whether any of the metropolitan areas spe-
cifically identified in section 189(b)(2) would
benefit from such a noise mitigation tech-
nique without a significant impact to avia-
tion safety or the efficiency of the National
Airspace System.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the appropriate
committees of Congress a report on the re-
sults of the study initiated under subsection
(a).

SEC. 180. REGIONAL OMBUDSMEN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, with
respect to each region of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration, the Regional Adminis-
trator for that region shall designate an in-
dividual to be the Regional Ombudsman for
the region.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—Each Regional Om-
budsman shall—

(1) serve as a regional liaison with the pub-
lic, including community groups, on issues
regarding aircraft noise, pollution, and safe-
ty;

(2) make recommendations to the Adminis-
trator for the region to address concerns
raised by the public and improve the consid-
eration of public comments in decision-mak-
ing processes; and

(3) be consulted on proposed changes in air-
craft operations affecting the region, includ-
ing arrival and departure routes, in order to
minimize environmental impacts, including
noise.

SEC. 181. FAA LEADERSHIP ON CIVIL SUPER-
SONIC AIRCRAFT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the
Federal Aviation Administration shall exer-
cise leadership in the creation of Federal and
international policies, regulations, and
standards relating to the certification and
safe and efficient operation of civil super-
sonic aircraft.

(b) EXERCISE OF LEADERSHIP.—In carrying
out subsection (a), the Administrator shall—

(1) consider the needs of the aerospace in-
dustry and other stakeholders when creating
policies, regulations, and standards that en-
able the safe commercial deployment of civil
supersonic aircraft technology and the safe
and efficient operation of civil supersonic
aircraft; and
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(2) obtain the input of aerospace industry
stakeholders regarding—

(A) the appropriate regulatory framework
and timeline for permitting the safe and effi-
cient operation of civil supersonic aircraft
within United States airspace, including up-
dating or modifying existing regulations on
such operation;

(B) issues related to standards and regula-
tions for the type certification and safe oper-
ation of civil supersonic aircraft, including
noise certification, including—

(i) the operational differences between sub-
sonic aircraft and supersonic aircraft;

(ii) costs and benefits associated with land-
ing and takeoff noise requirements for civil
supersonic aircraft, including impacts on
aircraft emissions;

(iii) public and economic benefits of the op-
eration of civil supersonic aircraft and asso-
ciated aerospace industry activity; and

(iv) challenges relating to ensuring that
standards and regulations aimed at relieving
and protecting the public health and welfare
from aircraft noise and sonic booms are eco-
nomically reasonable, technologically prac-
ticable, and appropriate for civil supersonic
aircraft; and

(C) other issues identified by the Adminis-
trator or the aerospace industry that must
be addressed to enable the safe commercial
deployment and safe and efficient operation
of civil supersonic aircraft.

(c) INTERNATIONAL LEADERSHIP.—The Ad-
ministrator, in the appropriate international
forums, shall take actions that—

(1) demonstrate global leadership under
subsection (a);

(2) address the needs of the aerospace in-
dustry identified under subsection (b); and

(3) protect the public health and welfare.

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Administrator shall submit to the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report de-
tailing—

(1) the Administrator’s actions to exercise
leadership in the creation of Federal and
international policies, regulations, and
standards relating to the certification and
safe and efficient operation of civil super-
sonic aircraft;

(2) planned, proposed, and anticipated ac-
tions to update or modify existing policies
and regulations related to civil supersonic
aircraft, including those identified as a re-
sult of industry consultation and feedback;
and

(3) a timeline for any actions to be taken
to update or modify existing policies and
regulations related to civil supersonic air-
craft.

(e) LONG-TERM REGULATORY REFORM.—

(1) NOISE STANDARDS.—Not later than
March 31, 2020, the Administrator shall issue
a notice of proposed rulemaking to revise
part 36 of title 14, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, to include supersonic aircraft in the
applicability of such part. The proposed rule
shall include necessary definitions, noise
standards for landing and takeoff, and noise
test requirements that would apply to a civil
supersonic aircraft.

(2) SPECIAL FLIGHT AUTHORIZATIONS.—Not
later than December 31, 2019, the Adminis-
trator shall issue a notice of proposed rule-
making to revise appendix B of part 91 of
title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, to mod-
ernize the application process for a person
applying to operate a civil aircraft at super-
sonic speeds for the purposes stated in that
rule.

(f) NEAR-TERM CERTIFICATION OF SUPER-
SONIC CIVIL AIRCRAFT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If & person submits an ap-
plication requesting type certification of a
civil supersonic aircraft pursuant to part 21
of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, be-
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fore the Administrator promulgates a final
rule amending part 36 of title 14, Code of
Federal Regulations, in accordance with sub-
section (e)(1), the Administrator shall, not
later than 18 months after having received
such application, issue a notice of proposed
rulemaking applicable solely for the type
certification, inclusive of the aircraft en-
gines, of the supersonic aircraft design for
which such application was made.

(2) CONTENTS.—A notice of proposed rule-
making described in paragraph (1) shall—

(A) address safe operation of the aircraft
type, including development and flight test-
ing prior to type certification;

(B) address manufacturing of the aircraft;

(C) address continuing airworthiness of the
aircraft;

(D) specify landing and takeoff noise stand-
ards for that aircraft type that the Adminis-
trator considers appropriate, practicable,
and consistent with section 44715 of title 49,
United States Code; and

(E) consider differences between subsonic
and supersonic aircraft including differences
in thrust requirements at equivalent gross
weight, engine requirements, aerodynamic
characteristics, operational characteristics,
and other physical properties.

(3) NOISE AND PERFORMANCE DATA.—The re-
quirement of the Administrator to issue a
notice of proposed rulemaking under para-
graph (1) shall apply only if an application
contains sufficient aircraft noise and per-
formance data as the Administrator finds
necessary to determine appropriate noise
standards and operating limitations for the
aircraft type consistent with section 44715 of
title 49, United States Code.

(4) FINAL RULE.—Not later than 18 months
after the end of the public comment period
provided in the notice of proposed rule-
making required under paragraph (1), the Ad-
ministrator shall publish in the Federal Reg-
ister a final rule applying solely to the air-
craft model submitted for type certification.

(5) REVIEW OF RULES OF CIVIL SUPERSONIC
FLIGHTS.—Beginning December 31, 2020, and
every 2 years thereafter, the Administrator
shall review available aircraft noise and per-
formance data, and consult with heads of ap-
propriate Federal agencies, to determine
whether section 91.817 of title 14, Code of
Federal Regulations, and Appendix B of part
91 of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations,
may be amended, consistent with section
44715 of title 49, United States Code, to per-
mit supersonic flight of civil aircraft over
land in the United States.

(6) IMPLEMENTATION OF NOISE STANDARDS.—
The portion of the regulation issued by the
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration titled ‘‘Revision of General Op-
erating and Flight Rules” and published in
the Federal Register on August 18, 1989 (54
Fed. Reg. 34284) that restricts operation of
civil aircraft at a true flight Mach number
greater than 1 shall have no force or effect
beginning on the date on which the Adminis-
trator publishes in the Federal Register a
final rule specifying sonic boom noise stand-
ards for civil supersonic aircraft.

SEC. 182. MANDATORY USE OF THE NEW YORK
NORTH SHORE HELICOPTER ROUTE.

(a) PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the
Federal Aviation Administration shall pro-
vide notice of, and an opportunity for, at
least 60 days of public comment with respect
to the regulations in subpart H of part 93 of
title 14, Code of Federal Regulations.

(2) TIMING.—The public comment period re-
quired under paragraph (1) shall begin not
later than 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(b) PUBLIC HEARING.—Not later than 30
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Administrator shall hold a public hear-
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ing in the communities impacted by the reg-
ulations described in subsection (a)(1) to so-
licit feedback with respect to the regula-
tions.

(¢c) REVIEW.—Not later than 30 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall initiate a review of the reg-
ulations described in subsection (a)(1) that
assesses the—

(1) noise impacts of the regulations for
communities, including communities in lo-
cations where aircraft are transitioning to or
from a destination or point of landing;

(2) enforcement of applicable flight stand-
ards, including requirements for helicopters
operating on the relevant route to remain at
or above 2,500 feet mean sea level; and

(3) availability of alternative or supple-
mental routes to reduce the noise impacts of
the regulations, including the institution of
an all water route over the Atlantic Ocean.
SEC. 183. STATE STANDARDS FOR AIRPORT PAVE-

MENTS.

Section 47105(c) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) IN GENERAL.—’ before
“The Secretary’ the first place it appears;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(2) PAVEMENT STANDARDS.—

‘“(A) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—At the re-
quest of a State, the Secretary shall, not
later than 30 days after the date of the re-
quest, provide technical assistance to the
State in developing standards, acceptable to
the Secretary under subparagraph (B), for
pavement on nonprimary public-use airports
in the State.

“(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The
shall—

‘(i) continue to provide technical assist-
ance under subparagraph (A) until the stand-
ards are approved under paragraph (1); and

‘(i) clearly indicate to the State the
standards that are acceptable to the Sec-
retary, considering, at a minimum, local
conditions and locally available materials.”.
SEC. 184. ELIGIBILITY OF PILOT PROGRAM AIR-

PORTS.

(a) DISCRETIONARY FUND.—Section 47115 of
title 49, United States Code, is further
amended by adding at the end the following:

(k) PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM AIRPORTS.—

‘(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary may make
grants with funds made available under this
section for an airport participating in the
program under section 47134 if—

‘“(A) the Secretary has approved the appli-
cation of an airport sponsor under section
47134(b) in fiscal year 2019; and

‘(B) the grant will—

‘(i) satisfy an obligation incurred by an
airport sponsor under section 47110(e) or
funded by a nonpublic sponsor for an airport
development project on the airport; or

‘‘(ii) provide partial Federal reimburse-
ment for airport development (as defined in
section 47102) on the airport layout plan ini-
tiated in the fiscal year in which the applica-
tion was approved, or later, for over a period
of not more than 10 years.

‘“(2) NONAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN SEC-
TIONS.—Grants made under this subsection
shall not be subject to—

“‘(A) subsection (c) of this section;

‘(B) section 47117(e); or

“(C) any other apportionment formula,
special apportionment category, or min-
imum percentage set forth in this chapter.”.

(b) ALLOWABLE PROJECT COSTS; LETTERS OF
INTENT.—Section 47110(e) of such title is
amended by adding at the end the following:

“(7) PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM AIRPORTS.—
The Secretary may issue a letter of intent
under this section to an airport sponsor with
an approved application under section
47134(b) if—

Secretary



H8920

“‘(A) the application was approved in fiscal
year 2019; and

‘(B) the project meets all other require-
ments set forth in this chapter.”.

SEC. 185. GRANDFATHERING OF CERTAIN DEED
AGREEMENTS GRANTING THROUGH-
THE-FENCE ACCESS TO GENERAL
AVIATION AIRPORTS.

Section 47107(s) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following:

‘(3) EXEMPTION.—The terms and conditions
of paragraph (2) shall not apply to an agree-
ment described in paragraph (1) made before
the enactment of the FAA Modernization
and Reform Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-95)
that the Secretary determines does not com-
ply with such terms and conditions but in-
volves property that is subject to deed or
lease restrictions that are considered per-
petual and that cannot readily be brought
into compliance. However, if the Secretary
determines that the airport sponsor and resi-
dential property owners are able to make
any modification to such an agreement on or
after the date of enactment of this para-
graph, the exemption provided by this para-
graph shall no longer apply.”’.

SEC. 186. STAGE 3 AIRCRAFT STUDY.

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall
initiate a review of the potential benefits,
costs, and other impacts that would result
from a phaseout of covered stage 3 aircraft.

(b) CONTENTS.—The review shall include—

(1) a determination of the number, types,
frequency of operations, and owners and op-
erators of covered stage 3 aircraft;

(2) an analysis of the potential benefits,
costs, and other impacts to air carriers, gen-
eral aviation operators, airports, commu-
nities surrounding airports, and the general
public associated with phasing out or reduc-
ing the operations of covered stage 3 air-
craft, assuming such a phaseout or reduction
is put into effect over a reasonable period of
time;

(3) a determination of lessons learned from
the phaseout of stage 2 aircraft that might
be applicable to a phaseout or reduction in
the operations of covered stage 3 aircraft, in-
cluding comparisons between the benefits,
costs, and other impacts associated with the
phaseout of stage 2 aircraft and the potential
benefits, costs, and other impacts deter-
mined under paragraph (2);

(4) a determination of the costs and
logistical challenges associated with recerti-
fying stage 3 aircraft capable of meeting
stage 4 noise levels; and

(5) a determination of stakeholder views on
the feasibility and desirability of phasing
out covered stage 3 aircraft, including the
views of—

(A) air carriers;

(B) airports;

(C) communities surrounding airports;

(D) aircraft and avionics manufacturers;

(E) operators of covered stage 3 aircraft
other than air carriers; and

(F) such other stakeholders and aviation
experts as the Comptroller General considers
appropriate.

(¢) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General shall submit to the ap-
propriate committees of Congress a report on
the results of the review.

(d) COVERED STAGE 3 AIRCRAFT DEFINED.—
In this section, the term ‘‘covered stage 3
aircraft” means a civil subsonic jet aircraft
that is not capable of meeting the stage 4
noise levels in part 36 of title 14, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations.

SEC. 187. AIRCRAFT NOISE EXPOSURE.

(a) REVIEW.—The Administrator of the
Federal Aviation Administration shall con-
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clude the Administrator’s ongoing review of
the relationship between aircraft noise expo-
sure and its effects on communities around
airports.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Administrator shall submit to Congress a re-
port containing the results of the review.

(2) PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS.—The
report shall contain such preliminary rec-
ommendations as the Administrator deter-
mines appropriate for revising the land use
compatibility guidelines in part 150 of title
14, Code of Federal Regulations, based on the
results of the review and in coordination
with other agencies.

SEC. 188. STUDY REGARDING DAY-NIGHT AVER-
AGE SOUND LEVELS.

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall evaluate
alternative metrics to the current average
day-night level standard, such as the use of
actual noise sampling and other methods, to
address community airplane noise concerns.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the appropriate
committees of Congress a report on the re-
sults of the study under subsection (a).

SEC. 189. STUDY ON POTENTIAL HEALTH AND
ECONOMIC IMPACTS OF OVER-
FLIGHT NOISE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall enter into an agreement
with an eligible institution of higher edu-
cation to conduct a study on the health im-
pacts of noise from aircraft flights on resi-
dents exposed to a range of noise levels from
such flights.

(b) SCOPE OF STUDY.—The study conducted
under subsection (a) shall—

(1) include an examination of the incre-
mental health impacts attributable to noise
exposure that result from aircraft flights, in-
cluding sleep disturbance and elevated blood
pressure;

(2) be focused on residents in the metro-
politan area of—

(A) Boston;

(B) Chicago;

(C) the District of Columbia;

(D) New York;

(E) the Northern California Metroplex;

(F) Phoenix;

(G) the Southern California Metroplex;

(H) Seattle; or

(I) such other area as may be identified by
the Administrator;

(3) consider, in particular, the incremental
health impacts on residents living partly or
wholly underneath flight paths most fre-
quently used by aircraft flying at an altitude
lower than 10,000 feet, including during take-
off or landing;

(4) include an assessment of the relation-
ship between a perceived increase in aircraft
noise, including as a result of a change in
flight paths that increases the visibility of
aircraft from a certain location, and an ac-
tual increase in aircraft noise, particularly
in areas with high or variable levels of non-
aircraft-related ambient noise; and

(5) consider the economic harm or benefits
to businesses located party or wholly under-
neath flight paths most frequently used by
aircraft flying at an altitude lower than
10,000 feet, including during takeoff or land-
ing.

(¢) ELIGIBILITY.—An institution of higher
education is eligible to conduct the study if
the institution—

(1) has—

(A) a school of public health that has par-
ticipated in the Center of Excellence for Air-
craft Noise and Aviation Emissions Mitiga-
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tion of the Federal Aviation Administration;
or

(B) a center for environmental health that
receives funding from the National Institute
of Environmental Health Sciences;

(2) is located in one of the areas identified
in subsection (b);

(3) applies to the Administrator in a timely
fashion;

(4) demonstrates to the satisfaction of the
Administrator that the institution is quali-
fied to conduct the study;

(5) agrees to submit to the Administrator,
not later than 3 years after entering into an
agreement under subsection (a), the results
of the study, including any source materials
used; and

(6) meets such other requirements as the
Administrator determines necessary.

(d) SUBMISSION OF STUDY.—Not later than
90 days after the Administrator receives the
results of the study, the Administrator shall
submit to the appropriate committees of
Congress the study and a summary of the re-
sults.

SEC. 190. ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PILOT
PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation may carry out a pilot program in-
volving not more than 6 projects at public-
use airports in accordance with this section.

(b) GRANTS.—In carrying out the program,
the Secretary may make grants to sponsors
of public-use airports from funds apportioned
under section 47117(e)(1)(A) of title 49, United
States Code.

(c) USE OF FuNDS.—Amounts from a grant
received by the sponsor of a public-use air-
port under the program shall be used for en-
vironmental mitigation projects that will
measurably reduce or mitigate aviation im-
pacts on noise, air quality, or water quality
at the airport or within 5 miles of the air-
port.

(d) ELIGIBILITY.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of chapter 471 of title 49,
United States Code, an environmental miti-
gation project approved under this section
shall be treated as eligible for assistance
under that chapter.

(e) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In selecting from
among applicants for participation in the
program, the Secretary may give priority
consideration to projects that—

(1) will achieve the greatest reductions in
aircraft noise, airport emissions, or airport
water quality impacts either on an absolute
basis or on a per dollar of funds expended
basis; and

(2) will be implemented by an eligible con-
sortium.

(f) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of a project carried out under the
program shall be 50 percent.

(g) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—Not more than
$2,500,000 may be made available by the Sec-
retary in grants under the program for any
single project.

(h) IDENTIFYING BEST PRACTICES.—The Sec-
retary may establish and publish informa-
tion identifying best practices for reducing
or mitigating aviation impacts on noise, air
quality, and water quality at airports or in
the vicinity of airports based on the projects
carried out under the program.

(1) SUNSET.—The program shall terminate 5
yvears after the Secretary makes the first
grant under the program.

(j) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

(1) ELIGIBLE CONSORTIUM.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble consortium’ means a consortium that is
composed of 2 or more of the following enti-
ties:

(A) Businesses incorporated in the United
States.

(B) Public or private educational or re-
search organizations located in the United
States.
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(C) Entities of State or local governments
in the United States.

(D) Federal laboratories.

(2) ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PROJECT.—
The term ‘“‘environmental mitigation
project’” means a project that—

(A) introduces new environmental mitiga-
tion techniques or technologies that have
been proven in laboratory demonstrations;

(B) proposes methods for efficient adapta-
tion or integration of new concepts into air-
port operations; and

(C) will demonstrate whether new tech-
niques or technologies for environmental
mitigation are—

(i) practical to implement at or near mul-
tiple public-use airports; and

(ii) capable of reducing noise, airport emis-
sions, or water quality impacts in measur-
ably significant amounts.

(k) AUTHORIZATION FOR THE TRANSFER OF
FUNDS FROM DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the
Federal Aviation Administration may accept
funds from the Secretary of Defense to in-
crease the authorized funding for this sec-
tion by the amount of such transfer only to
carry out projects designed for environ-
mental mitigation at a site previously, but
not currently, managed by the Department
of Defense.

(2) ADDITIONAL GRANTEES.—If additional
funds are made available by the Secretary of
Defense under paragraph (1), the Adminis-
trator may increase the number of grantees
under subsection (a).

SEC. 191. EXTENDING AVIATION DEVELOPMENT
STREAMLINING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47171 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘general
aviation airport construction or improve-
ment projects,” after ‘‘congested airports,’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(2) GENERAL AVIATION AIRPORT CONSTRUC-
TION OR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT.—A general
aviation airport construction or improve-
ment project shall be subject to the coordi-
nated and expedited environmental review
process requirements set forth in this sec-
tion.”’;

(3) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)” and inserting ‘‘subsection
(]I

(4) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)” and inserting ‘‘subsection
(03

(5) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)” and inserting ‘‘subsection
(0)(3)’; and

(6) in subsection (k), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)” and inserting ‘‘subsection

3.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 47175 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following:

¢(8) GENERAL AVIATION AIRPORT CONSTRUC-
TION OR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT.—The term
‘general aviation airport construction or im-
provement project’ means—

““(A) a project for the construction or ex-
tension of a runway, including any land ac-
quisition, helipad, taxiway, safety area,
apron, or navigational aids associated with
the runway or runway extension, at a gen-
eral aviation airport, a reliever airport, or a
commercial service airport that is not a pri-
mary airport (as such terms are defined in
section 47102); and

‘(B) any other airport development project
that the Secretary designates as facilitating
aviation capacity building projects at a gen-
eral aviation airport.”.
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SEC. 192. ZERO-EMISSION VEHICLES AND TECH-
NOLOGY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47136 of title 49,
United States Code, as so redesignated, is
amended—

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and
inserting the following:

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation may establish a pilot program
under which the sponsors of public-use air-
ports may use funds made available under
this chapter or section 48103 for use at such
airports to carry out—

‘(1) activities associated with the acquisi-
tion, by purchase or lease, and operation of
eligible zero-emission vehicles and equip-
ment, including removable power sources for
such vehicles; and

““(2) the construction or modification of in-
frastructure to facilitate the delivery of fuel,
power or services necessary for the use of
such vehicles.

‘“(b) ELIGIBILITY.—A public-use airport is
eligible for participation in the program if
the eligible vehicles or equipment are—

‘(1) used exclusively on airport property;
or

‘“(2) used exclusively to transport pas-
sengers and employees between the airport
and—

‘“(A) nearby facilities which are owned or
controlled by the airport or which otherwise
directly support the functions or services
provided by the airport; or

‘“(B) an intermodal surface transportation
facility adjacent to the airport.”’;

(2) by striking subsections (d) through (f)
and inserting the following:

‘“(d) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of a project carried out under the
program shall be the Federal share specified
in section 47109.

‘‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The sponsor of a public-
use airport may use not more than 10 percent
of the amounts made available to the spon-
sor under the program in any fiscal year
for—

‘‘(A) technical assistance; and

‘(B) project management support to assist
the airport with the solicitation, acquisition,
and deployment of zero-emission vehicles,
related equipment, and supporting infra-
structure.

““(2) PROVIDERS OF TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—
To receive the technical assistance or
project management support described in
paragraph (1), participants in the program
may use—

““(A) a nonprofit organization selected by
the Secretary; or

‘“(B) a university transportation center re-
ceiving grants under section 5505 in the re-
gion of the airport.

“(f) MATERIALS IDENTIFYING BEST PRAC-
TICES.—The Secretary may create and make
available materials identifying best prac-
tices for carrying out activities funded under
the program based on previous related
projects and other sources.

“(g) ALLOWABLE PROJECT CoST.—The al-
lowable project cost for the acquisition of a
zero-emission vehicle shall be the total cost
of purchasing or leasing the vehicle, includ-
ing the cost of technical assistance or
project management support described in
subsection (e).

“(h) FLEXIBLE PROCUREMENT.—A sponsor of
a public-use airport may use funds made
available under the program to acquire, by
purchase or lease, a zero-emission vehicle
and a removable power source in separate
transactions, including transactions by
which the airport purchases the vehicle and
leases the removable power source.

(i) TESTING REQUIRED.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A sponsor of a public-use
airport may not use funds made available
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under the program to acquire a zero-emis-
sion vehicle unless that make, model, or
type of vehicle has been tested by a Federal
vehicle testing facility acceptable to the
Secretary.

‘“(2) PENALTIES FOR FALSE STATEMENTS.—A
certification of compliance under paragraph
(1) shall be considered a certification re-
quired under this subchapter for purposes of
section 47126.

‘(j) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

‘(1) ELIGIBLE ZERO-EMISSION VEHICLE AND
EQUIPMENT.—The term ‘eligible zero-emis-
sion vehicle and equipment’ means a zero-
emission vehicle, equipment related to such
a vehicle, or ground support equipment that
includes zero-emission technology that is—

““(A) used exclusively on airport property;
or

‘““(B) used exclusively to transport pas-
sengers and employees between the airport
and—

‘(i) nearby facilities which are owned or
controlled by the airport or which otherwise
directly support the functions or services
provided by the airport; or

‘(i) an intermodal surface transportation
facility adjacent to the airport.

‘(2) REMOVABLE POWER SOURCE.—The term
‘removable power source’ means a power
source that is separately installed in, and re-
movable from, a zero-emission vehicle and
may include a battery, a fuel cell, an ultra-
capacitor, or other power source used in a
zero-emission vehicle.

‘(3) ZERO-EMISSION VEHICLE.—The term
‘zero-emission vehicle’ means—

““(A) a zero-emission vehicle as defined in
section 88.102-94 of title 40, Code of Federal
Regulations; or

‘“(B) a vehicle that produces zero exhaust
emissions of any criteria pollutant (or pre-
cursor pollutant) under any possible oper-
ational modes and conditions.”.

(b) SPECIAL APPORTIONMENT CATEGORIES.—
Section 47117(e)(1)(A) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘for
airport development described in section
47102(3)(Q),” after ‘‘under section 47141,”.

(c) DEPLOYMENT OF ZERO EMISSION VEHICLE
TECHNOLOGY.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of
Transportation may establish a zero-emis-
sion airport technology program—

(A) to facilitate the deployment of com-
mercially viable zero-emission airport vehi-
cles, technology, and related infrastructure;
and

(B) to minimize the risk of deploying such
vehicles, technology, and infrastructure.

(2) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—

(A) ASSISTANCE TO NONPROFIT ORGANIZA-
TIONS.—The Secretary may provide assist-
ance under the program to not more than 3
geographically diverse, eligible organiza-
tions to conduct zero-emission airport tech-
nology and infrastructure projects.

(B) FORMS OF ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary
may provide assistance under the program in
the form of grants, contracts, and coopera-
tive agreements.

(3) SELECTION OF PARTICIPANTS.—

(A) NATIONAL SOLICITATION.—In selecting
participants, the Secretary shall—

(i) conduct a national solicitation for ap-
plications for assistance under the program;
and

(ii) select the recipients of assistance
under the program on a competitive basis.

(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In selecting from
among applicants for assistance under the
program, the Secretary shall consider—

(i) the ability of an applicant to contribute
significantly to deploying zero-emission
technology as the technology relates to air-
port operations;
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(ii) the financing plan and cost-share po-
tential of the applicant; and

(iii) other factors, as the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.

(C) PRIORITY.—In selecting from among ap-
plicants for assistance under the program,
the Secretary shall give priority consider-
ation to an applicant that has successfully
managed advanced transportation tech-
nology projects, including projects related to
zero-emission transportation operations.

(4) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—A recipient of as-
sistance under the program shall use the as-
sistance—

(A) to review and conduct demonstrations
of zero-emission technologies and related in-
frastructure at airports;

(B) to evaluate the credibility of new,
unproven vehicle and energy-efficient tech-
nologies in various aspects of airport oper-
ations prior to widespread investment in the
technologies by airports and the aviation in-
dustry;

(C) to collect data and make the recipi-
ent’s findings available to airports, so that
airports can evaluate the applicability of
new technologies to their facilities; and

(D) to report the recipient’s findings to the
Secretary.

(5) ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS.—

(A) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of a project carried out under the
program may not exceed 80 percent.

(B) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A grant, con-
tract, or cooperative agreement under this
section shall be subject to such terms and
conditions as the Secretary determines ap-
propriate.

(6) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the
following definitions apply:

(A) ELIGIBLE ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘‘el-
igible organization’” means an organization
that has expertise in zero-emission tech-
nology.

(B) ORGANIZATION.—The term
tion” means—

(i) described in section 501(c)(3) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 and exempt from
tax under section 501(a) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986;

(i1) a university transportation center re-
ceiving grants under section 5505 of title 49,
United States Code; or

(iii) any other Federal or non-Federal enti-
ty as the Secretary considers appropriate.

TITLE II—FAA SAFETY CERTIFICATION

REFORM
Subtitle A—General Provisions
SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS.

In this title, the following definitions
apply:

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator” means the Administrator of the
FAA.

(2) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The term ‘‘Advi-
sory Committee” means the Safety Over-
sight and Certification Advisory Committee
established under section 202.

(3) FAA.—The term “FAA” means the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration.

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”’
means the Secretary of Transportation.

(5) SYSTEMS SAFETY APPROACH.—The term
“‘systems safety approach’” means the appli-
cation of specialized technical and manage-
rial skills to the systematic, forward-looking
identification and control of Thazards
throughout the lifecycle of a project, pro-
gram, or activity.

SEC. 202. SAFETY OVERSIGHT AND CERTIFI-
CATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall establish a Safety Oversight
and Certification Advisory Committee.

(b) DUTIES.—The Advisory Committee shall
provide advice to the Secretary on policy-

‘‘organiza-
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level issues facing the aviation community
that are related to FAA safety oversight and
certification programs and activities, includ-
ing, at a minimum, the following:

(1) Aircraft and flight standards certifi-
cation processes, including efforts to stream-
line those processes.

(2) Implementation and oversight of safety
management systems.

(3) Risk-based oversight efforts.

(4) Utilization of delegation and designa-
tion authorities, including organization des-
ignation authorization.

(5) Regulatory interpretation standardiza-
tion efforts.

(6) Training programs.

(7) Expediting the rulemaking process and
giving priority to rules related to safety.

(8) Enhancing global competitiveness of
United States manufactured and TUnited
States certificated aerospace and aviation
products and services throughout the world.

(c) FuNcTIONS.—In carrying out its duties
under subsection (b), the Advisory Com-
mittee shall:

(1) Foster industry collaboration in an
open and transparent manner.

(2) Consult with, and ensure participation
by—

(A) the private sector, including represent-
atives of—

(i) general aviation;

(ii) commercial aviation;

(iii) aviation labor;

(iv) aviation maintenance, repair, and
overhaul;

(v) aviation, aerospace, and avionics manu-
facturing;

(vi) unmanned aircraft systems operators
and manufacturers; and

(vii) the commercial space transportation
industry;

(B) members of the public; and

(C) other interested parties.

(3) Recommend consensus national goals,
strategic objectives, and priorities for the
most efficient, streamlined, and cost-effec-
tive certification and safety oversight proc-
esses in order to maintain the safety of the
aviation system and, at the same time, allow
the FAA to meet future needs and ensure
that aviation stakeholders remain competi-
tive in the global marketplace.

(4) Provide policy guidance recommenda-
tions for the FAA’s certification and safety
oversight efforts.

(5) On a regular basis, review and provide
recommendations on the FAA’s certification
and safety oversight efforts.

(6) Periodically review and evaluate reg-
istration, certification, and related fees.

(7) Provide appropriate legislative, regu-
latory, and guidance recommendations for
the air transportation system and the avia-
tion safety regulatory environment.

(8) Recommend performance objectives for
the FAA and industry.

(9) Recommend performance metrics and
goals to track and review the FAA and the
regulated aviation industry on their progress
towards streamlining certification reform,
conducting flight standards reform, and car-
rying out regulation consistency efforts.

(10) Provide a venue for tracking progress
toward national goals and sustaining joint
commitments.

(11) Recommend recruiting, hiring, train-
ing, and continuing education objectives for
FAA aviation safety engineers and aviation
safety inspectors.

(12) Provide advice and recommendations
to the FAA on how to prioritize safety rule-
making projects.

(13) Improve the development of FAA regu-
lations by providing information, advice, and
recommendations related to aviation issues.

(14) Facilitate the validation and accept-
ance of United States manufactured and
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United States certificated products and serv-
ices throughout the world.

(d) MEMBERSHIP.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Advisory Committee
shall be composed of the following members:

(A) The Administrator (or the Administra-
tor’s designee).

(B) At least 11 individuals, appointed by
the Secretary, each of whom represents at
least 1 of the following interests:

(i) Transport aircraft and engine manufac-
turers.

(ii) General aviation aircraft and engine
manufacturers.

(iii) Avionics and equipment manufactur-
ers.

(iv) Aviation labor organizations, includ-
ing collective bargaining representatives of
FAA aviation safety inspectors and aviation
safety engineers.

(v) General aviation operators.

(vi) Air carriers.

(vii) Business aviation operators.

(viii) Unmanned aircraft systems manufac-
turers and operators.

(ix) Aviation safety management experts.

(x) Aviation maintenance, repair, and over-
haul.

(xi) Airport owners and operators.

(2) NONVOTING MEMBERS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the mem-
bers appointed under paragraph (1), the Advi-
sory Committee shall be composed of non-
voting members appointed by the Secretary
from among individuals representing FAA
safety oversight program offices.

(B) DuTiES.—The nonvoting members
may—

(i) take part in deliberations of the Advi-
sory Committee; and

(ii) provide input with respect to any final
reports or recommendations of the Advisory
Committee.

(C) LIMITATION.—The nonvoting members
may not represent any stakeholder interest
other than that of an FAA safety oversight
program office.

(3) TERMS.—Each voting member and non-
voting member of the Advisory Committee
appointed by the Secretary shall be ap-
pointed for a term of 2 years.

(4) COMMITTEE CHARACTERISTICS.—The Ad-
visory Committee shall have the following
characteristics:

(A) Each voting member under paragraph
(1)(B) shall be an executive officer of the or-
ganization who has decisionmaking author-
ity within the member’s organization and
can represent and enter into commitments
on behalf of such organization.

(B) The ability to obtain necessary infor-
mation from experts in the aviation and
aerospace communities.

(C) A membership size that enables the Ad-
visory Committee to have substantive dis-
cussions and reach consensus on issues in a
timely manner.

(D) Appropriate expertise, including exper-
tise in certification and risked-based safety
oversight processes, operations, policy, tech-
nology, labor relations, training, and fi-
nance.

() LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Public Law 104-65 (2 U.S.C. 1601 et
seq.) may not be construed to prohibit or
otherwise limit the appointment of any indi-
vidual as a member of the Advisory Com-
mittee.

(e) CHAIRPERSON.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chairperson of the
Advisory Committee shall be appointed by
the Secretary from among those members of
the Advisory Committee that are voting
members under subsection (d)(1)(B).

(2) TERM.—Each member appointed under
paragraph (1) shall serve a term of 2 years as
Chairperson.

(f) MEETINGS.—
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(1) FREQUENCY.—The Advisory Committee
shall meet at least twice each year at the
call of the Chairperson.

(2) PUBLIC ATTENDANCE.—The meetings of
the Advisory Committee shall be open and
accessible to the public.

(g) SPECIAL COMMITTEES.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Advisory Com-
mittee may establish special committees
composed of private sector representatives,
members of the public, labor representatives,
and other relevant parties in complying with
consultation and participation requirements
under this section.

(2) RULEMAKING ADVICE.—A special com-
mittee established by the Advisory Com-
mittee may—

(A) provide rulemaking advice and rec-
ommendations to the Advisory Committee
with respect to aviation-related issues;

(B) provide the FAA additional opportuni-
ties to obtain firsthand information and in-
sight from those parties that are most af-
fected by existing and proposed regulations;
and

(C) assist in expediting the development,
revision, or elimination of rules without cir-
cumventing public rulemaking processes and
procedures.

(3) APPLICABLE LAW.—Public Law 92-463
shall not apply to a special committee estab-
lished by the Advisory Committee.

(h) SUNSET.—The Advisory Committee
shall terminate on the last day of the 6-year
period beginning on the date of the initial
appointment of the members of the Advisory
Committee.

(i) TERMINATION OF AIR TRAFFIC PROCE-
DURES ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The Air Traf-
fic Procedures Advisory Committee estab-
lished by the FAA shall terminate on the
date of the initial appointment of the mem-
bers of the Advisory Committee.

Subtitle B—Aircraft Certification Reform
SEC. 211. AIRCRAFT CERTIFICATION PERFORM-

ANCE OBJECTIVES AND METRICS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date on which the Advisory Com-
mittee is established under section 202, the
Administrator shall establish performance
objectives and apply and track performance
metrics for the FAA and the aviation indus-
try relating to aircraft certification in ac-
cordance with this section.

(b) COLLABORATION.—The Administrator
shall carry out this section in collaboration
with the Advisory Committee and update
agency performance objectives and metrics
after considering the recommendations of
the Advisory Committee under paragraphs
(8) and (9) of section 202(c).

(c) PERFORMANCE OBJECTIVES.—In carrying
out subsection (a), the Administrator shall
establish performance objectives for the
FAA and the aviation industry to ensure
that, with respect to aircraft certification,
progress is made toward, at a minimum—

(1) eliminating certification delays and im-
proving cycle times;

(2) increasing accountability for both the
FAA and the aviation industry;

(3) achieving full utilization of FAA dele-
gation and designation authorities, including
organizational designation authorization;

(4) fully implementing risk management
principles and a systems safety approach;

(5) reducing duplication of effort;

(6) increasing transparency;

(7) developing and providing training, in-
cluding recurrent training, in auditing and a
systems safety approach to certification
oversight;

(8) improving the process for approving or
accepting certification actions between the
FAA and bilateral partners;

(9) maintaining and improving safety;

(10) streamlining the hiring process for—
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(A) qualified systems safety engineers to
support the FAA’s efforts to implement a
systems safety approach; and

(B) qualified systems engineers to guide
the engineering of complex systems within
the FAA; and

(11) maintaining the leadership of the
United States in international aviation and
aerospace.

(d) PERFORMANCE METRICS.—In carrying
out subsection (a), the Administrator shall
apply and track performance metrics for the
FAA and the regulated aviation industry es-
tablished by the Advisory Committee.

(e) DATA GENERATION.—

(1) BASELINES.—Not later than 1 year after
the date on which the Advisory Committee
recommends initial performance metrics for
the FAA and the regulated aviation industry
under section 202, the Administrator shall
generate initial data with respect to each of
the performance metrics applied and tracked
under this section.

(2) BENCHMARKS TO MEASURE PROGRESS TO-
WARD GOALS.—The Administrator shall use
the metrics applied and tracked under this
section to generate data on an ongoing basis
and to measure progress toward the achieve-
ment of national goals recommended by the
Advisory Committee.

(f) PUBLICATION.—The Administrator shall
make data generated using the performance
metrics applied and tracked under this sec-
tion available to the public in a searchable,
sortable, and downloadable format through
the internet website of the FAA or other ap-
propriate methods and shall ensure that the
data are made available in a manner that—

(1) does not provide identifying informa-
tion regarding an individual or entity; and

(2) prevents inappropriate disclosure of
proprietary information.

SEC. 212. ORGANIZATION DESIGNATION AUTHOR-
IZATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 447 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following:

“§44736. Organization designation authoriza-
tions

‘‘(a) DELEGATIONS OF FUNCTIONS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (3), when overseeing an ODA hold-
er, the Administrator of the FAA shall—

‘“(A) require, based on an application sub-
mitted by the ODA holder and approved by
the Administrator (or the Administrator’s
designee), a procedures manual that address-
es all procedures and limitations regarding
the functions to be performed by the ODA
holder;

‘“(B) delegate fully to the ODA holder each
of the functions to be performed as specified
in the procedures manual, unless the Admin-
istrator determines, after the date of the del-
egation and as a result of an inspection or
other investigation, that the public interest
and safety of air commerce requires a limita-
tion with respect to 1 or more of the func-
tions;

‘“(C) conduct regular oversight activities
by inspecting the ODA holder’s delegated
functions and taking action based on vali-
dated inspection findings; and

‘(D) for each function that is limited
under subparagraph (B), work with the ODA
holder to develop the ODA holder’s capa-
bility to execute that function safely and ef-
fectively and return to full authority status.

‘“(2) DUTIES OF ODA HOLDERS.—An ODA
holder shall—

‘“(A) perform each specified function dele-
gated to the ODA holder in accordance with
the approved procedures manual for the dele-
gation;

‘(B) make the procedures manual avail-
able to each member of the appropriate ODA
unit; and
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“(C) cooperate fully with oversight activi-
ties conducted by the Administrator in con-
nection with the delegation.

‘(3) EXISTING ODA HOLDERS.—With regard
to an ODA holder operating under a proce-
dures manual approved by the Administrator
before the date of enactment of the FAA Re-
authorization Act of 2018, the Administrator
shall—

“‘(A) at the request of the ODA holder and
in an expeditious manner, approve revisions
to the ODA holder’s procedures manual;

‘“(B) delegate fully to the ODA holder each
of the functions to be performed as specified
in the procedures manual, unless the Admin-
istrator determines, after the date of the del-
egation and as a result of an inspection or
other investigation, that the public interest
and safety of air commerce requires a limita-
tion with respect to one or more of the func-
tions;

‘(C) conduct regular oversight activities
by inspecting the OD